D) | (2) G 
A@UUYS 


. Strategy for 
: non-violent 


revolution, 
page 2 


No 1746 


FRIDAY, DECEMBER 12, 1969 


ONE SHILLING 


Inter-church battle over aid to Biafra 


The politics of relief 


On Tuesday this week, Joint Church Aid 
rejected an idea mooted by representa- 
tives of the World Council of Churches 
that it should abandon its nightly airlift 
into Biafra. 


Sixty representatives of 35 Church 
agencies—Catholic and Protestant—meet- 
ing for a three-day plenary session near 
Oslo, Norway, unanimously agreed ‘to 
increase the airlift. Pastor Elias Berge of 
Norwegian Lutheran Church Aid an- 
nounced to 'the assembly that 27 flights 
had been carried out between Sunday 
night and Monday. 

“This,” said Berge, “is the pilots’ 
answer ‘to the World Council of 
Churches! ” He added: “ Those who pro- 
long the war are the big powers who 
supply arms to both sides: not the 
relief agencies.’ 


The World Council of Churches’ proposal, 
which has sparked off a new controversy 
about the role of church agencies in 
Nigeria and Biafra, was delivered in 
Geneva last Friday, after a meeting of 
the WCC’s Division of Inter-Church Aid, 
Refugee and World Service (known to 
intimates as “ Dickers ”). The suggestion 
was framed in the form of a rhetorical 
question and expressed “deep distress 
at the ambiguous position in which the 
tremendous relief effort has put the 
Christian people, churches and agencies 
because of its side effects ...” 


“Dickers ” asked whether churches and 
church agencies, “especially through 
Joint’ Church Aid”, were not guilty 
of “prolonging the war” or had become 
the “indirect means by which some 
governments are enabled to pursue their 
own ends, thereby achieving their own 
goals? ” It then urged JCA to look for 
‘alternative ways ” of meeting the needs 
on both sides in the war. 

The statement has been widely interpret- 
ed as an attempt by the World Council 
of Churches inter-church aid division to 
stop the current airlift so as to bring 
the Biafrans to the conference table. 
This at any rate, is how certain repre- 
sentatives within JCA have interpreted 
it, as their statement from Oslo this 
week demonstrates. 


If this is the case, is clearly opens the 
WCC inter-church aid division 'to the 
charge not merely of bringing political 
considerations into matters of relief, but 
of being ready to set at risk, if not 
ai thousands of people for political 
ends. 


Anti-Ojukwu 


Last Saturday I asked a representative 
of the British Council of Churches for 
his interpretation of the statement and 
the reason for its release. He had been 
in Geneva earlier last week. 


This man explained to me that, as he 
saw it, the WCC was faced with a 
“ dilemma ” in that the “large scale aid 
which the Biafran government is getting 
has both its relief and its political sides.” 
Ojukwu’s government “ is making capital 
out of this and is not co-operating in 
efforts to get daylight flights opened up.’ 


He dismissed the Biafran objections to 
the Red Cross-Nigerian relief agree- 
ment, and maintained that guarantees 
for the safety of aircraft flying into Uli, 
passed on by the United States “and 
Britain ”, should be sufficient to allay 


the Biafrans’ fears. 


A Red Cross 
refugee camp 
near Owerri. 
Since Red Cross 
flights to Biafra 
were halted in 
June, refugee 
like this have 
depended almost 
solely on relief 
brought in by 
Joint Church 
Aid. If relief 
flights were 
stopped now, the 
death rate— 
estimated 3,000 

day—could 
rise tenfold in a 
Week. Yet the 
halting of relief 
flights was 
seriously pro- 
posed by a 
division of the 
World Council of 
Churches last 
week. 


So far as it is possible to tell, no Miter 
representative of a member church of the 
World Council of Churches has expressly 
condemned the Biafrans for their own 
starvation: it is of immediate concern 
that this particular representative was 
British. 

Nonetheless, last weekend this explana- 
tion seemed the most likely interpreta- 
tion of the WCC statement. It is not the 
WCC’s federal operations which have 
“exposed” the churches to the “ charge 
of proldnging the war.” Biafra is the 
most likely candidate for a government 
which has been “ enabled to pursue (its) 
own ends” through Joint Church Aid. 


Joint Church Aid in Biafra is made up 
of both Protestant and Catholic aid 
agencies. The Protestant agencies func- 
tion under what is loosely termed the 
“World Council of Churches  pro- 
gramme”, while the Catholics work 
under the aegis of Caritas Inter- 
nationalis. The WCC programme is 
directly responsible for about 600 
Biafran feeding centres and 100 sick- 
bays (as of October 14, 1969). 


The Protestant aid agencies belong to 
WCC by virtue of the fact that their own 
churches are members of it. Thus JCA 
officers are represented on the “Dickers” 
committee of WCC. But “ Dickers ” also 
comprises people other than relief rep- 
resentatives and consultants of Joint 
Church Aid, while in Biafra itself the 
aid agencies are responsible to JCA and 
not to the WCC. 


It is important to.understand this quasi- 
autonomous nature of both “ Dickers ” 
and the JCA agencies to understand how 
one arm of WCC could emphatically 
deny and counteract, what another arm 
appears to be doing. 


Thus Christian Aid of England, which 
has already contributed £100,000 towards 


the cost of two of the JCA aircraft and 
another £250,000 for relief in Biafra, 
could this week express “not the 
slightest sympathy with the attitude that 
aid prolonged the war ’”—although this 
appeared to be the line adopted by the 
British Council of Churches representa- 
tive quoted earlier, and although consti- 
tutionally Christian Aid is a department 
of the British Council of Churches. 


Again, Pastor Mollerup of Joint Church 
Aid, who attended the meeting of the 
“Dickers ” committee which “ without 
dissent ” last week passed its proposal on 
relief, was able to vote against that same 
proposal in the plenary session of JCA a 
few days later. 


Blackmail 


But if the apparent contradictions be- 
tween WCC in Geneva and WCC “in 
the field” as it were, can be explained, 
the fact remains that some individuals 
belonging to the Christian Church— 
supporters for over a year of an 
“iegal” nightly airlift and hitherto 
swift to point out that politics can never 
be mixed with the simple duty of saving 
people’s lives—have subscribed to a 
technique that could well be described as 
blackmail. How did it happen? 


One explanation could be that it was a 
result of governmental pressure from 
countries involved in the war on the 
Nigerian side. There are interesting ex- 
amples of “intervention ” by the Dutch, 
Canadian and American governments in 
JCA member agencies. While open 
dislike of the nightly churches airlift 
by the British government, and a sucess- 
ful piece of joint British-Nigerian 
diplomacy preventing the International 
Red Cross resuming its night flights 
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during July and August this year, are 
well known. 

To give a specific example, in April this 
year, the Dutch government set up a 
committee of international representa- 
tives of JCA at The Hague. The group 
was to function in a consultative capacity 
on questions of relief. According to a top 
official of Joint Church Aid, a Mr 
Huwdecoper (of the Dutch Foreign 
Ministry) deliberately tried to force the 
hand of JCA into stopping night flights 
by asking the Dutch Ambassador in 
Lagos to announce to the world that The 
Hague JCA committee was pressing for a 
plan on daylight flights as an alternative 
to night flights. 


The Dutch Ambassador fortunately 
checked.on this direct with the JCA com- 
mittee at The Hague (it had been agreed 
that all their decisions should be unani- 
mous) and, as a result no public annouce- 
ment from Lagos was made. 


Once again, on October 8 this year, 
in an interview with the American Com- 
mittee to Keep Biafra Alive (and later 
with Peace News in London) Jack Grant, 
the Co-ordinator of Canair-relief, one of 
the member agencies of JCA and one of 


the three plane-providing agencies (the 


others are JCA America and Nordchurch- 
aid, Scandinavia) alleged “direct pres- 
sure ” from both American and Canadian 
governments over attemps to build an 
airport separate from Uli which would 
be devoted solely to relief. 


“First of all,” says Grant, “there was 
direct pressure from ‘the Nigerian 
government to the Canadian govern- 
ment asking the Canadian government to 
intervene and prevent us from raising 
funds for this project and to use their 
pressure on us. We got a severe dressing- 
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George Lakey 


STRATEGY FOR 
NON-VIOLENT 
REVOLUTION 


Probably the most significant “ trans-national” non-violent movement 
against governments which we have yet seen was the world-wide upsurge 
against nuclear tests. Above is the demonstration against nuclear tests 
held in Moscow in 1962, while on page 3 is a protest in Canada also in 


1962. 


George Lakey, in this paper first presented to the War Resisters’ 
International conference in America in August, here outlines a strategy 
for “trans-national non-violent revolution.” Lakey, an American and 
vice-chairman of A Quaker Action Group, is at present working in 
Britain for a year in line with stage 2 of his strategy. 


There is far less talk now than in the 
first decades of this century about 
violence as a positive good, as a means 
of glory, as a stimulus to manliness. In 
the debate among radicals in the United 
States it has been necessary to go all the 
way to Algeria to find an eloquent voice 
for the positive features of violence, and 
even psychiatrist Frantz Fanon brings in 
a mixed diagnosis. 


The decreasing legitimacy of violence 
seems to be matched by an increasing 
use of non-violent action, and increasing 
self-consciousness about it. The anti- 
colonial struggle in this century has been 
largely non-violent, with other leaders 
keeping Gandhi’s pioneer work in mind, 
and the patterns of class conflict have 
changed drastically since the nineteenth 
century. 


Last year we saw one of the boldest 
efforts yet made to defend a community 
non-violently—the non-cooperation of 
millions of Czechoslovaks against the 
invasion of the Warsaw Pact countries— 
and we saw a major civilian insurrection 
erupt in France despite all predictions to 
the contrary. 


This is not, of course, to say that we are 
about to enter the millenium. The 
obsolete myth of the barricades still 
haunted the mostly non-violent French 
revolt of 1968, and serious and sensitive 
men are engaged in guerrilla war in a 
number of places around the world. The 
tradition of violence lingers on, and so 


does its organised practice in the absence 
of a convincing alternative. 


Revolutionists must, of course, think of 
themselves in relation to the traditional 
Left, and what is striking about the Old 
Left, in Europe at least, is its bankruptcy 
as a revolutionary force. Unfortunately, 
it failed to develop thrusts which are now 
so badly needed: internationalism, non- 
violent action, and decentralist forms of 
participatory demoeracy. 


With the crisis of of the First World 
War and the subsequent domination of 
part of the Left by the interests of one 
nation-state (USSR), the Left lost its 
internationalist vision. Now, in this 
rapidly shrinking world, capitalism 
knows better how to use its opportuni- 
ties trans-nationally than the quaintly 
nationalistic Left. 


The theory of non-violent action lagged 
far behind the practice in the European 
Left, and even the practice has often 
enough lapsed into parliamentary politics 
on the one hand, and militarism on the 
other. The general strike came to be 
thought of as an impossible dream, and 
violence thought widely to be the only 
means of self-defence. 


With the decline of anarchism, the 
Left became statist and has rarely been 
open to energetic experiments with small 
scale, decentralist “participatory demo- 
cracy.” The organised Left found itself 
to the right of the young workers in 
France last year, and of young people in 
other places. 


It is interesting in the light of this 
(admittedly sweeping) analysis that the 
place in Europe where social democracy 
is strongest, Sweden, is also where the 
boycott of California table grapes has 
been observed by unions and the co- 
operative distribution system, where the 
socialist government itself is extending 
material aid to liberation movements in 
the Third World, and where important 
elements of the ruling Labour Party 
are actively considering “civilian 
defence,’ that is, a non-violent defence 
policy for the nation. 


Internationalism, non-violent action, 
participatory democracy—these have 
been major tendencies in the War 
Resisters’ International, and may pro- 
vide fresh opportunities for relevance 
for this somewhat venerable organisa- 
tion. Martin Luther King, in one of his 
last writings, expressed a bit of his 
vision: 
“We begin to glimpse tremendous 
vistas of what it might mean for the 
world if new programmes of resistance 
succeed in forging an even wider 
alliance of today’s awakened youth. 
Already our best younger workers in 
the United States are talking about the 
need to organise in international 
dimensions. They are beginning to 
form conscious connections with their 
opposite numbers in other countries. 


“There is not even an outline in 
existence of what structure this grow- 
ing world-consciousness might find for 
itself. But a dozen years ago there was 
not even an outline for the Negro 
civil rights movement in its first 
phase, The spirit is awake now; 
structures will follow, if we keep our 
ears open to the spirit.” (The Trumpet 
of Conscience.) 


What if we were to act on this vision, if 
we were to help in the creation of a 
trans-national movement for non-violent 
revolution? What means would we use, 
what strategy makes sense? 


It is early to be specific, since the 
subject is new. But it may be possible 
to extrapolate from a general strategy 
for non-violent revolution the features 
which would make sense in our situa- 
tion. The following are some aspects of 
the strategy which may stimulate dis- 
cussion of a trans-national movement for 
non-violent revolution. 


Cultural 
preparation: 
stage I 


“In the beginning was the word,” for 
it seems that before all revolutions 
people have had to change their ideas 
about themselves and the system which 
oppresses them. In Marxist terms, class 
consciousness must exist before a 
genuinely mass movement based on class 
can be built. 


It is also true for other groups: “ sex- 
consciousness” (feminism) was an 
indispensable part of the movement for 
woman suffrage, and ‘“ race-conscious- 
ness” was essential for the growth of a 
mass movement of black people in the 
United States. We are all too familiar 
with that form of consciousness called 
nationalism, yet it was essential to the 
movement of Gandhi and that of Franz 
Deak in nineteenth century Hungary. 
People must develop, it seems, a sense 
of their personal destiny as interwoven 
with that of a collectivity before they 
will act together. 


This is the form of consciousness 
appropriate to a movement for world 
peace and justice. King used the term 
“ world-consciousness,” others have used 
“humanism ” ta suggest this feeling that 
we are all part of the same overarching 
collective which transcends “ sectional ” 
loyalties to class, nationality, etc. Just 
as the suffragist considered her member- 
ship in the female sex to be crucial to 
her identity, the non-violent revolution- 
ary will have his sense of self wrapped 
up in his belongingness to all mankind. 


Such a concept is, of course, not new-— 
the idea of a brotherhood of man has 
been around for a long time. What is 
new is the shift from concept to feeling 
on the part of increasing numbers of 
people as enormous social and economic 
forces create similar life situations for 
people across various national frontiers. 
This is most clearly seen among young 
people in the West, who increasingly 
recognise themselves in others, despite 
differences of language and nationality. 


Just as proletarian class-consciousness 
could not exist before the creation of 
an economic system, so world-conscious- 
ness on a mass basis cannot exist before 
basic economic and social conditions 
support such a development. But increas- 
ing interdependence in the world is a 
fact, and the development of mass media, 
bringing even the faces of suffering 
Vietnamese into the television sets of 
Americans half a world away, is another 
strong conditioner. 


A good deal of this educational work is 
being done by liberal organisations 
already. While the World Federalist 
movement is often an expression of 
bourgeois affe¢tion for order in a world 
where justice is the greater need, it 
nevertheless serves a useful purpose in 
its advocacy of world community. 


The tactics used in the cultural prepara- 
tion stage of revolutionary development 
are commonly pamphleteering, study 
groups, newspapers, speeches, confer- 
ences, demonstrations of solidarity, etc. 
For us there would logically be a strong 
emphasis on solidarity among the revolu- 
tionary elements in the world, and 
especially those who have chosen the 
path of non-violent action. 


It would seem obvious for the educa- 
tional work to make connections with 
the Tri Quang Buddhists in Vietnam, the 
movement in Brazil around Archbishop 
Dom Helder Camara, the grape strike 
and boycott in the US, the non-violent 
freedom fighters in Czechoslovakia, the 
Gandhian movement in India. A number 
of workers in the black struggle in the 
US think of themselves as part of “the 
non-violent movement.” We _ could 
follow that example. 


This, however, suggests the need for 
a better vehicle than we now have for 
the spread of information. We have tried 
to manage with the capitalist press, but 
it leaves us at its mercy for selection and 
interpretation. The non-historical and 
sensational character of the press is 
simply inadequate to our needs, and 
retards the educational job to be done 
even among our own constituencies, 
much less among the general public. 


The cultural preparation stage also in- 
volves the formulation of goals and a 
programme for reaching those goals, a 
task we are involved in at this con- 
ference. Precisely because we are 
radicals, this is an extremely difficult 
task; we cannot simply draw on a long 
tradition for our answers. The difficulty 
implies the need to do homework, yet 
we do very little to encourage research 
on the principles we insist we are com- 
mitted to. 


Unilateral disarmament coupled with 
non-violent defence of the nation, for 
example, is a favourite slogan of radical 
pacifists, but one is puzzled to see the 
extraordinary lack of interest in develop- 
ing these ideas to the point of intellec- 
tual cogency. Recently some serious 
homework has been done on civilian 
defence, but only two pacifist organisa- 


continued opposite 
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tions have done much to stimulate it 
(American Friends Service Committee 
and International Peace Bureau), and 
there is not much use by pacifist organis- 
ations of the work which has been done. 


The situation regarding non-violent 
methods of revolution is even more 
discouraging. Even though this is a great 
debate today, I have yet to hear of a 
pacifist organisation commissioning 
serious research on the subject. This 
reluctance to do homework is one of the 
major problems of the non-violent cause 
today, and we cannot excuse ourselves 
on grounds of illiteracy or lack of in- 
tellectual training. The intellectual 
resources exist. Our movement, in 
general, simply refuses to use them.” 


a eos vr) 

stage 2 

As a collective consciousness becomes 
more widespread, it becomes possible for 
more organisations to be created. Organis- 
ation is essential for a struggle move- 
ment, for only through organisation is it 
possible to generate enough force to 
destroy the old order and create new 
institutions. 


Isolated, spontaneous incidents of non- 
violent action can no more accomplish 
substantial change than can occasional 
rioting—each is a witness which can 
be appreciated in symbolic terms but 
does not impress the holders of power. 
Thus serious advocates of violence and 
non-violence develop strategies which 
are based.on solid organisational work 
—guerrilla warfare on the one hand, or 
non-violent revolution on the other. 


An example of the insufficiency of spon- 
taneous non-violent action is the East 
German workers’ revolt in 1953. Theodor 
Ebert in his analysis (in Civilian 
Defence, edited by Adam Roberts) points 
out the decisive character of the follow- 
ing short-comings: lack of organisational 
preparations, lack of central leadership, 
incapacity of local strike leaders to 
keep in touch with one another. 


On the international scene we are, of 
course, quite far from needing close co- 
ordination on a formal basis, and our 
inclinations towards ‘participatory demo- 
cracy also militate against this. We are 
at such an early stage in the struggle 
that we need more organisations, not 
fewer, or persons working across 
national lines for justice and peace. 
Where “ many flowers bloom,” to borrow 
one of Mao’s phrases, it is more likely 
that the organisational forms will emerge 
which will be most serviceable for the 
new order. 


I personally doubt, for example, that 
the standard voluntary association 
pattern, of membership and board with 
executive staff, is going to be the most 
fruitful. There are the oligarchical 
tendencies noted by Robert Michels, the 
difficulty of staying open to fresh waves 
of enthusiasm and insight. For the 
member, there is the tendency to belong 
to so many organisations that the in- 
tegrity of commitment is broken and the 
ability to act with the whole self is 
inhihited, 


One direction of experimentation in 
Germany and the US is with teams, 
small groups of persons. The teams are 
linked informally to each other and 
capable of action on their own or in 
connection with a serviceable organisa- 
tion. The emphasis is on community of 


*For a guide to research areas in non-violent 
action, and a list of the few researchers there 
are, see my paper ‘Exploring Non-violent 
Action’ (1969, mimeo, available from George 
Lakey, c/o Friends Peace and International 
Relations Committee, Friends House, Euston Rd, 


London WC1). 


feeling and action rather than agreement 
on label and ideology, yet there will be, 
I think, a growing consensus on strategy 
and programme as the experimentation 
continues. 


There are, of course, some trans-national 
communities already in existence, scien- 
tists being the most notable example, but 
also artists, writers, and _ religious 
workers. It may be possible to build ties 
of mutual assistance with those com- 
munities. 


Whether a revolutionary mass movement 
can be built without a charismatic leader 
is a highly debatable point, but one way 
of proceeding which does not depend on 
the answer to that question is on the 
basis of small, highly trained and cohe- 
sive groups, with a fast and accurate 
communication network and a general 
strategy in common. It seems important 
for the trans-national character of that 
movement that the groups have many 
ties across national lines. This can be 
done to some extent through confer- 
ences, but perhaps with more impact 
through co-operative training and action 
projects. 


Training with an international flavour, 
as at the Martin Luther King School 
of Social Change and Pendle Hill, both 
in Pennsylvania, needs to be supple- 
mented with short-term training pro- 
jects of a thoroughly trans-national 
character. More important, there need 
to be more actions of protest such 
as the action in four Warsaw Pact 
countries last year, organised by WRI. 
In addition, exchanges of organisers 
can be made which will help build the 
community without which organisation 
remains a shell. 


Propaganda 
of the deed: 


| 
stage 5 
In the work of cultural preparation, the 
violence and injustice of the present 
order are emphasised again and again. 
But although the seeds are thereby 
planted in many minds, the seeds usually 
require the water of events to blossom 
into full-grown indignation. Therefore, 
in phase three the emphasis is on 
protests which can be called “ dilemma 
demonstrations,” that is, each one is 
planned to put the oppressor in a 
dilemma. 


For example, if the US allows the 
Phoenix to sail through to North Viet- 
nam, the medical supplies are delivered 
and a step has been taken towards the 
acceptance of human rights for all. If, on 
the other hand, the Phoenix is blocked, 
and A Quaker Action Group prosecuted, 
the injustice “of the system is further 
revealed. 


This is an extremely important stage, 


and this kind of activity must be 
repeated again and again, for in doing 
so the legitimacy of the oppressive 
system and therefore its authority are 
eaten away. Actually, this process is 
similar to that of guerrilla revolutionary 
war. Eqbal Ahmed has pointed out that: 


sf ular support for the guerrillas is 
predicated upon the moral alienation 
of the masses from the existing govern- 
ment. The revolutionaries’ chief aim 
is to activate and perpetuate the moral 
isolation of the enemy regime until 
such isolation has become total and 
irreversible.” (“How to Tell the 
Guerrillas Have Won,” The Nation.) 


The harsh reprisals conducted by the 
regime against the guerrillas, out of all 
proportion to the violence used by the 
guerrillas themselves, often stimulates 
yet more support for the guerrilla 
cause, while undermining the position of 
the regime. 

Gandhi was very aware of the usefulness 
of provocative action, and planned the 
raid on the salt works during the Salt 
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Satyagraha with the intention of reveal- 
ing to the Indian people the full extent 
of the barbarism of the British. A danger 
in this, of course, is that actions are 
undertaken which have as their whole 
point a clash with the police or military 
—a spirit which can brutalise the move- 
ment as well as the authorities. 


It is important that the demonstration be 
such that it will be effective even with- 
out violent confrontation, as in the 
Phoenix voyages. One should never be 
in a position of depending upon police 
brutality to make the movement move, 
lest one be hypocritical about belief in 
human welfare. 


In many places one can do a good deal 
of cultural preparation, and a good deal 
of organisation-building, without re- 
prisals. The stage of propaganda of the 
deed, however, brings with it repression, 
often so great as to spin the movement 
into a crisis (Sharpeville, for example). 
How can the repression be faced and 
pirat aa Two conditions seem essen- 
jal. 


First, the people must realise that it is 
part of a strategy and in no way con- 
stitutes defeat, even when great brutality 
is used by the system. Gene Sharp has 
put it this way: 
“Far from indicating the failure of 
non-violent action, repression often 
helps to make clear the cruelty of the 
political system being opposed, and so 
to alienate support from it. Repression 
is often a kind of recognition from the 
opponent that the non-violent action 
constitutes a serious threat to his 
policy or regime, one which he finds 
it necessary to combat.” (The Politics 
of Non-violent Action.) 


If this understanding is not held by the 
people, they will become discouraged by 
the oppressor’s violence and conclude, 
incorrectly, that they have failed. In 
Norway, for example, as soon as resist- 
ance to the German occupation began 
among the workers, several labour 
leaders were arrested and shot. This 
immediately subdued the labour move- 
ment, for the movement was not pre- 
pared for the repression which (in retro- 
spect) seems so clearly to have been 
predictable. 


Non-violent revolutionists must realise 
that giving up in the face of a violent 
response is as foolish as if the National 
Liberation Front gave up on discovering 
that Diem was ruthless. 


Part of the problem may be laid to the 
door of us advocates of non-violent 
action, who sometimes speak of it in 
such glowing terms as to suggest that it 
is magic. Perhaps we should emphasise 
the point, then: the way of non-violent 
action is not a painless way to radical 
social change—there is no painless way. 
Freedom, unfortunately, is not free. 


All we can say is that, other things being 
equal, there will be less suffering to be 
endured by the people when 4 non- 
violent strategy is used than when a 


violent strategy is used. While that is a 
serious claim for humane men to con- 
sider, it is not the same as espousing 
magic. 


The second condition for success of this 
“Propaganda of the Deed” stage is a 
fair degree of organisation. The reason 
for this is that the best known antidote 
to terror is social organisation. Conse- 
quently, totalitarians try to eliminate 
voluntary associations and all forms of 
community which stand between the 
state and the solitary individual. 


When these conditions of awareness 
and community are met, the reprisals 
of the regime will only rebound against 
the old order. It is, as Richard Gregg 
long ago pointed out, a kind of jiu-jitsu, 
in which the opponent’s own strength is 
used against him. Despite the repression, 
more and more people turn against the 
Establishment and become supporters of 
the movement. 


There have been few experiments by way 
of propaganda of the deed on a trans- 
national level, largely because the aware- 
ness and organisation are only now 
beginning to emerge. The Phoenix was a 
major experiment in a war zone, but it 
was the expression of a national agency, 
albeit with some international co-opera- 
tion and participation. 


The WRI action on Czechoslovakia was 
an impressive gesture of solidarity which 
did indeed put the authorities in a 
dilemma and had a_ trans-national 
character in its sponsorship and particip- 
ation. More actions, many more, will 
probably be needed before a sufficient 
mass base is developed to make possible 
the fourth stage on a_ trans-national 
level, the stage of political and economic 
non-cooperation. 


Under the impact of increasing repres- 
sion from the agencies of the old order 
as it seeks to destroy the revolutionary 
movement, the duty of those who are co- 
operating in the governmental work 
becomes increasingly clear. Political non- 
cooperation can take place on the 
legislative, administrative,.and popular’ 
levels. 


In many situations a legislature exists 
as a public relations gesture towards 
democratic participation of the people, 
but without any real power. This is even 
more likely to be true in foreign policy 


continued on page 8 
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BIAFRA: WHO 


Colin Legum, the Observer’s Common- 
wealth correspondent, was on an ex'tend- 
ed tour of Africa when Peace News 
published on October 31 its examination 
of the Observer’s contribution to report- 
ing of the Nigeria/Biafra war (“ Africa: 
PR Men Overrun an Enemy Camp ”). 


Two weeks ago, he was still away, when 
the Observer published its reply 'to the 
**serious body of opinion in this country 
which has deep misgivings about the 
government’s policy ’—but it didn’t make 
much difference. Robert Stephens, the 
Observer’s diplomatic correspondent who 
wrote the editorial (‘‘ Biafra: Who's ‘to 
Blame”, November 23) in lLegum’s 
absence, is reported to have thought his 
article through “in the manner of 
Legum”’. 
ihe only element missing was the 
viciousness of attack against the “ pro- 
Biafra lobby” which Legum normally 
jndulges in—but in trying 'to give the 
appearance of approaching the case 
against the British government in an 
icapartial way, in admitting the “ serious- 
ness” of opinion against British policy 
and then adopting the stance of answer- 
: ing it in a reasonable manner, Stephens 
demonstrated even more clearly the 
shoddiness of the Observer’s thinking on 
the war, its willingness to misrepresent 
argument and to distort fact. 


In the first place Stephens considerably 
understates the case against the British 
government. For example, he com- 
pletely ignores the fact that most serious 
critics regard Britain’s policy as growing 
not out of a misguided, principled stand 
in favour of maintaining “ traditional ” 
diplomatic and military links with Lagos 
so as to ease the way to a negotiated 
settlement of the war. 


On the contrary, as the Economist so 
clearly showed on August 30 this year 
(“Ojukwu Has Made His Point ”—when 
it changed its position and came out 
against the war) the British policy has 
been motivated by economic self-interest, 
plus a desire to continue in the post- 
colonial period to shape political struc- 
tures in Africa. 


Having ignored completely the fact that 
Britain acts in foreign policy from self- 
interest Stephens is free to adopt the 
double-standard which Legum has em- 
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ployed so successfully (see “ Biafra: Is 
Britain Wrong? ” Observer, December 8, 
1968, and my reply, “Biafra: Tell Me 
Lies! ” Peace News, December 13, 1968) 
and to conclude that Russia and France, 
“not Britain”, deserve the “odium” of 
perpetuating the slaughter for self- 
interested reasons. 


And again, though he is much more 
circumspect in denigrating the moral 
argument for halting British arms sup- 
plies immediately than is Legum— 
Stephens does try to argue that there is 
a “more truly moral course ”’—he still 
indulges himself in Legum’s nonsense 
about balancing the “cleaner feeling ” 
for “troubled British consciences” of 
cutting off arms supplies with the need 
to be effective in stopping the war. 


If Stephens and Legum really believed 
that continuing to supply Lagos with 
British arms will hasten the end of the 
war by making a negotiated solution 
more likely, then their consciences would 
presumably be “clean” and they would 
not find it necessary to attack others for 
having “ cleaner ” consciences than their 
own, 


What are “the moral considerations ” 
that Stephens believes “should guide 
British policy? ” Incredibly, we are told 
this: “... to encourage a minority to 
seek the uncompromising solution of 
total sovereignty without being able to 
provide it with adequate protection may 
be to urge it on to its own destruction.” 


So Britain is right to encourage and con- 
tribute to the swiftest possible destruc- 
tion of the Biafran military defences— 
which effectively means the destruction 
of the Biafran people through starvation 
since ‘there is military stalemate—be- 
cause the Biafrans are not capable of 
adequately protecting themselves! We 
have to destroy the Biafrans in order to 
save them... 


What is the threat to the Biafrans that 
we are seeking to protect them against? 
First, the loss of Britain’s restraining 
influence on Federal troops. Second, 
Russian intervention in strength to aid 
Lagos to a “quick kill”. “The more 
truly moral course,” says Stephens, “ is 
to try to promote a compromise which 
will give the minority as much independ- 
ence and security as they can get.” 


'S TO BLAME? 


Roger Moody deals with the question of 
the Russian “bogey” on page 6—and 
on the first point Stephens advances no 
evidence to back his assertion that 
“there is no doubt that Britain has 
already played a distinctly useful part in 
helping bring about various peace talks 
and relief argeements over the past two 
years”. Moreover, Stephens does not 
even attempt to show how Britain has 
tried to promote a compromise. 


Two assertions of his are misleading on 
the facts. First, British spokesmen imme- 
diately after secession stated that they 
were ‘‘neutral” in the confiict and at 
first refused to supply arms to the 
Federals. Second, so far as is known, 
Russia has never been asked directly by 
Britain to mount an international arms 
embargo to both sides and the French 
have expressed their willingness to 
support one. 


Who’s to blame? “‘ Not Britain ”, says the 
Observer. But when it comes to deciding 
in future years who is to blame for the 
moral and political confusion which sur- 
rounds the Biafra issue in Britain, there 
will be few who wil wish to deny the 
Observer a large share of the “ odium”. 
) 


But how am | to stop it? 


SEALS: ‘Something queer is going on’ 


from front cover 


bacteria that affects lungs—the re- 
mainder had died from malnutrition. The 
Ministry also said that the high number 
(40) of deaths reported had not been 
confirmed. Seal pup deaths are expected 
in any breeding season, due to pups 
straying from their mothers. The annual 
average of pup-deaths among the Cornish 
seal colony is reported as being four. 


The Natural Environment Research 
Council later stated at a press conference 
that Nancekuke was blameless. But 
Anthony Tucker, science correspondent 
of the Guardian, would have none of it, 
and stated “the NERC exoneration of 
Nancekuke is based, not on knowledge, 
but on inter-departmental magic.” No 
tests had been carried out for poison 
traces by a scientist with “an intimate 
knowledge of pup biochemistry”, he 
pointed out. 


The evasive attitude of government and 
ministry officials has only served to 
increase apprehension. The Sun on 
Monday (“This Stinking Sea”, it said 
on its front page—‘“ Time for the truth 
about the menace round our coast”) 
reported a “strange pink froth seen on 
the sea” near Nancekuke .. . cyanide 
being washed ashore on the Scillies... 
scabrous cod landed by Deal fishermen 

. . and the deaths of sea-birds from oil 
pollution, plus other wild life affected 
by DDT and other poisons. 


A Ministry spokesman had said that the 
burn marks need not necessarily be 
caused by any serious disease, they could 
be a fungi often found in old seals, or 
merely legacies of fighting. But this did 
not satisfy Mr Ken Jones, who runs a 
seal sanctuary at St Agnes in "Cornwall, 
and told the Sun ‘that he was sceptical of 
official explanations about tthe seal 
deaths. ““Something queer is going on”, 


he said. The whole question of coastal 
pollution is now being re-raised in the 
press. 


Nancekuke again figures in the pressure 
against chemical and biological pollution 
of the environment from military re- 
search. An analysis is to be made shortly 
comparing the incidence of death and 
disease among staff of the establishment 
with the national average figures. This 
has been instigated by the Ministry of 
Defence at the behest of John Pardoe, 
Liberal MP for North Cornwall. 


In America, the US Federal Trade Com- 
mission has recently ordered a study of 
the possible health hazards from_biolo- 
gical washing powder. It stated that 
studies undertaken showed that workers 
could suffer from dermatitis and flu-like 
symptoms, 


That there is a risk is deduced from the 
fact ‘that Proctor and Gamble (Britain) 
has spent £50,000 protecting its workers 
from contamination. A spokesman for 
the company is reported as saying that 
as soon as the symptoms were identified 
among workers, steps were taken to 
reduce dust and increase ventilation. 


A research team at Strathclyde Univer- 
sity, Glasgow, is now working to devise a 
method which will make it possible to 
trace the source of atmospheric (and 
marine) pollutants. What has aroused 
interest in this project is the discovery 
of small but well-distributed quantities 
of DDT in the icy world of Antarctica, 
and of the gradual pollution of the air 
over Scandinavia by sulphur dioxide 
wafted gently northwards from the in- 
dustrialised areas of southern Europe 
and Britain itself. 


Dr E. Eriksson, of the International 
Metereological Institute in Stockholm, 
maintains that surveys made since 1955 
show that the rainfall over Sweden has 
changed the chemical balance of the 


soil, and in some areas the water, run- 
ning from the soil into lakes, has 
caused a rise in the acidity of the lakes 
to destroy plant and animal life. 


Such recent examples of pollution and 
its hazards are doing much to increase 
public awareness of the enormity of the 
problem, which, along with over-popula- 
tion, the indiscriminate exploitation of 
natural resources, and over-kill, compose 
the chief threats to the continuation of 
present and future civilisation. It is 
gratifying to see the problems at last 
being aired, but it is late enough—and 
they must be linked up with a political 
analysis. 


INTER- 
CHURCH 
RELIEF 
DISPUTE 
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down from the Canadian government... 
“On the one hand we’re told to segregate 
relief and military activities and fly by 
day. But then, what would make this 
more logical would be to fly by day to 
special, separate facilities for relief. And 
yet that aspect of it seems to arouse all 
kinds of hostilities.” 


The Canadian Prime Minister Pierre 
Trudeau was apparently worried at the 
affront to international law of building 
an airfield in ‘“‘ Nigerian” territory 
against the wishes of the Federal govern- 
ment—and in recent weeks, he has ex- 
pressed his disapproval of night flights in 
no uncertain way. It may be significant 
that the man known to have proposed the 
statement finally accepted by the WCC . 
at Geneva was Dr Ernest Long, chairman 
of “Dickers” Nigeria/Biafra subcom- 
mittee, and a Canadian representative. 


Such evidence is not conclusive. What it 
points to is a series of subtle attempts 
by governments embarrassed by 'the con- 
flict, often under heavy public pressure 
to change their policy on the war and 
who basically support Federal Nigeria, 
to get the conflict over in the swiftest 
possible time. : 


Halting the churches’ airlift now—just as 
the IRC airlift was brought to a halt in 
June this year—is clearly one way of 
threatening the Biafrans with a fate 
worse than negotiations on Federal con- 
ditions and forcing the Biafrans to the 
conference table. 


Such governments cannot, of course, 
afford to be identified publicly with 
this approach: they would be accused, 
and rightly, of using starvation as a 
legitimate weapon of war. And so, they 
continue for the most part ‘to fund the 
JCA operation at the same time as they 
work against the Biafran cause. 


These are presumably the governments 
which Jan Oerner (an observer from the 
WCC at the Oslo plenary session of JCA) 
referred ‘to as “using the airlift as a 
blind .. .” and which “should come out 
into the open and administer aid (into 
Biafra) for themselves.” In other words, 
their planes and their pilots and their 
reputations should be put at risk in face 
of Nigerian military action, if they really 
want to bring food to starving people. 


For the British government (as it did 
last week) to announce, on the one hand, 
a conscience-saving sop to Christian Aid 
of £50,000 for Biafran relief—on con- 
dition it is not used towards any kind of 
transport, including planes—and at the 
same time confirm it is going to continue 
supplying some of the very weapons to 
prevent that aid arriving in time to save 
thousands of people, is the height of 
hypocrisy. The most damning thing is 
that we have come to expect it. 


LEWISHAM SQUATTERS 
OFFERED 88 HOUSES 


Ian Dougall writes: The Lewisham 
Family Squatting Association (whose 
statement of intent we published in 
Peace News last week) are now fully 
operational. 


The final obstacles that remained in 
their way were removed during a meet- 
ing of the Lewisham Council Housing 
Committee last week, who ratified the 
decision to hand over houses that would 
otherwise remain empty to any bona 
fide organisation that can use them to 
meet the housing needs of Lewisham 
families. 


The first five fathilies will have a cere- 
monial move-in this Friday or Saturday. 
The Council offered the group 88 houses, 
out of which they chose 15 as being 
suitable for their needs. They are first 
taking over ‘the building that need less 
repairs. The Council have since offered 
the use of houses other ‘than the original 
88, and these have still to be inspected 


Six houses will probably be occupied this 
coming weekend and Jim Radford, of the 
South-East London Squatters who are 
associated with the Lewisham group, 
anticipates that all the 15 houses at 
present chosen will be occupied during 
next week. The group have embarked on 
an ambitious survey of ‘three housing 
“black spots” in Lewisham. These have 
people living in desperately overcrowded 
conditions, where people have been 
harrassed, or where people live in damp 
basements, 


Jim Radford said that the greatest diffi- 
culty the group was encountering was in 
the realm of credibility. ‘We tell them 
that there is no risk, no problems. They 
find it hard to believe that someone can 
actually offer them a home at a reason- 
able rent.” But the scheme is expected 
to snowball in the coming days, as many 
more families contact the group for 
advice and assistance. 
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NIGERIA/BIAFRA SPECIAL 


Simone de Beauvoir, Jean-Paul Sartre, Alfred Kastler and 
nineteen others address the British Left 


THE LEFT 
ON BIAFRA 


Earlier this year, twenty-two 
French left-wing _ intellectuals 
released the ‘Open Letter” on 
Biafra which we publish here. 


This was partly in response to the 
horrifying allegations of atrocities 


against Biafrans (virtually none of 
which were published in the British 
press) brought back by French 
journalists and doctors. Partly, also, 
it was an attempt to prod British 
radicals into uniting against the 
British government’s backing of 
Federal Nigeria. 


That this Letter received almost no 
publicity over here, let alone a 
reply from our own left-wing intel- 
lectuals, shows how deep-rooted the 


apathy over the war has become in 
this country. 


Together with the Letter, we pub- 
lish this week assessments of two 
British left-wing weeklies—Black 
Dwarf and Tribune. We’re also 
planning to run criticisms of the 
New Statesman, Private Eye, Peace 
News itself and other journals in 
the near future, 


We hope that some kind of answer, 
or exchange of views, some imagin- 


ative concern, some action, will 
emerge from the radical consensus 
that we call the Left—which, des- 
pite the upheavals of the last few 
years, still does count for some- 
thing in human terms. 


Otherwise, we shall have to echo 
the words of Sartre, Simone de 
Beauvoir and others in France who 
said: “If the Left feigns ignorance, 
if it closes its eyes ... it will cease 
to exist as the Left.” 


BIAFRA: THE LEFT'S CRISIS 


The British Labour Party has come out in opposition to the armed support that 
the British government continues to supply to the Federal Nigerian government. 
And more and more voices are urging British trade unionists to refuse to load 
arms for Lagos. But these voices are weak. In England—as in France—people 
seem to think that the genocide in Biafra is a sort of volcanic eruption and that 
it’s sufficient just to utter this or that humanitarian sigh and 'to address oneself to 
the good sense of the combatants. ‘‘Have you already given for Biafra?’’ But 
still the Biafrans can continue to die. 

It’s necessary to say this brutally: the British, Russian and Egyptian governments, 
helped by others, and supported by the United Nations and the Organisation for 
African Unity are setting about defeating and disarming the Ibos, even though they 
cannot guarantee their security, so long as they are deprived of their arms. This 
means that these governments and international organisations are implementing 
genocide—in the name of interests with which the “Left ” can in no way identify. 


The aberrant coalitions which now confront each other through the rival parties 
show, in a striking manner, that the customary opposition between an “ imperialist 
camp” and an “anti-imperialist” one, applied to national states, has become 
China and the USSR, Portugal. and Great Britain, France and Belgium, 
each find themselves opposing the other, in an unprecedented contradiction. 


OJUKWU TALKS TO LIBERAL 
ENVOY SIMONDS-GOODING 


‘Neither side can win 
a military victory’ 


Moreover, even though it is true that the Biafrans themselves have now become 
an “instrument” in the hands of a kind of imperialism, it’s also necessary to 
recognise that the Federals are the instruments of two empires in coalition. The 
fact that Biafrans are being exterminated in the name of “ anti-imperialism ” 
should stand that particular notion completely on its head. 


Let us suppose it were proved that the whole of the German people was complicit 
in the horrors of the last war. Presumably the “Left” would not possibly have 
accepted the necessity of destroying the whole German people in order to “wipe 
out ” its crimes? 

The idea of collective punishment, and especially of generalised punishment meted 
out to a human group with ill-defined cultural limits, is quite foreign to the Left. 
Thus, the Left should not now, through its silence, continue to tolerate the political 
use of murderous mechanisms, founded in archaic irrationalities. 


To tolerate a genocide is to tolerate a people being placed outside humanity itself. 
The Left must thus undertake, with all the means at its disposal, a political 
campaign to bring about the end of the war in Biafra, and to bring about a 
solution, whatever the constitutional and economic ties which could bring Biafra 
back into Nigeria, which will guarantee the Bi&frans their own instruments of 
defence, in other words an autonomous army. 


African states pretend they do not know whether the Ibos are a tribe or a people, 
and assert that the constitution of Biafra as a political community endowed with 
its own means of defence would be an unfortunate precedent for the rest of 
Africa: these are considerations into which the Left ought not to enter. What has 
happened in Nigeria over several years shows that the only security for the Ibos 
is in the solution we proposed above. We can recall in this respect, that Lenin and 
Stalin in 1917 approved the independence of Finland (until then part of the 
Czarist empire) despite the bourgeois character of its regime—and that Lenin 
opposed Rosa Luxemburg when she contested the rights of the Poles to self- 
determination. 

Biafra’s struggle today belongs to the entire Left. If the Left feigns ignorance 
about the issue, if it closes its eyes to genocide—as it has already done to numerous 
“ethnocides”’ in Africa and South America—it will irremediably pervert all its 
other actions. In short, the Left will cease to exist as “ the Left.” 


The nineteen other signatories to this letter are: Antoine Culioli, Alex Derczansky, 
Jean-Marie Domenach, Nicole Hizner, Robert Jaulin, Claude Lanzmann, Michel 
Leiris, Jacques Madaule, Richard Mariensiras, Jean-Jacques Mayoux, Jean Pavilla, 
Leon Poliakov, Olivier Revalut d’Allonnes, Maxime Rodinson, Laurent Schwartz, 


Major Simonds-Gooding was in Biafra 
from November 17-21 as a _ representa- 
tive of the Liberal Party, and has pre- 
pared a report for Jeremy Thorpe. On 
his return he gave this report to Francis 
Wyndham. 


“The British government suggest that 
Ojukwu is intransigent, but this is totally 
false. My own personal impression is that 
he is prepared to make concessions. But 
if he renounced sovereignty before 


negotiations, he would only be going to. 


listen to surrender terms—and he is very 
far from being a beaten man. 


““*By all means let Gowon and myself 
come to the conference table with our 
own ideas’, he told me. ‘ Both points of 
view must be represented: one must as 
it were put a basket in the middle, and 
each side has to throw something into it. 
Then we will see what is left—perhaps 
we might get a peace formula ’. 


“Ojukwu would welcome any well- 
intentioned country as a mediator—that 
is, any but Nigeria or Britain, of course 
—even the USA. The Minister for 
Foreign Affairs told me that the Biafrans 
would not allow Ojukwu to leave the 
country without a ceasefire: otherwise 
he might go to the conference only to 
be captured by the enemy. 


“QOjukwu told me that he saw no pos- 
sibility of daylight flights in the foresee- 
able future. The Minister for Information 
said that Biafra could accept them only 
if a benevolent country or countries were 
prepared to give really reliable guaran- 
tees. These would mean that if Nigeria 
broke the agreement, the guarantors 
would indemnify Biafra and impose 
sanctions on Nigeria to prevent a re- 
currence. 


“The Biafrans can’t accept an air drop 
for obvious reasons: the Nigerians are 


trying to destroy all transport by con- 
stant strafing of the roads (I experienced 
this myself) and any foreign plane must 
be assumed to be hostile. Also, for 
security reasons they don’t want outside 
planes flying over their military posi- 
tions. The river scheme would mean 
running the blockade for about 50 miles 
—very dangerous. 


“The only way to help overcome the 
starvation is by stepping up the night 
flights. On a good night now, about 20 
planes land at Uli, but often it’s only 10. 
The airstrip could receive over 45 a 
night. The doctors I spoke to, both 
Biafran and Irish, told me that the health 
situation has deteriorated gravely since 
August. Owing to the lack of carbo- 
hydrates, the over 55s are now faring 
even worse than the children. They 
estimate that the death rate is up to 
2,000 a day. 


“The ‘Nigerian offensive had been going 
on for about ten days while I was there. 
It was concentrated on one sector, where 
the Nigefians had advanced three miles 
and were being held. During my visit, 
the Biafrans launched a counter-offensive 
and claimed to have driven them back. 


“When I raised the minority tribes’ 
question with Ojukwu, he assured me 
that after the war he was prepared to 
hold a plebiscite and allow it to be 
supervised by an outside power. He 
would even be ready to have a general 
election, and said that if he did very 
badly he’d expect to get 80% of the 
votes, but would hope for 95%. 


“Ojuwku is convinced that neither side 
can win a military victory—it’s a sort of 
Vietnam. There will have to be discus- 
sions on equal terms eventually, and the 
sooner these take place, he pointed out, 
the aed lives on both sides will be 
saved.” 


Piotr Slonimski, Rita Thalmann, Jean-Pierre Vernant, Pierre Vidal-Naquet. 


THE BLACK DWARF 
CAPITULATION TO 


IMPERIALISM 


To uninitiates, the name Black Dwarf 
might suggest a paper dedicated to the 
struggles of the ordinary African in the 
face of imperialism. 


Readers of this fortnightly organ of the 
“activist British left’ will know better. 
Despite an editorial board which includes 
Clive Goodwin and Adrian Mitchell, 
despite burning, even flaming indignation 
at the oppression of minorities in Ulster; 
peasant farmers in South American 
states, and boys in London schools, 
Black Dwarf has carried only two pieces 
on Biafra—other than diary items—over 
a period of one and a half years. 


The first of these was an article reprinted 
from the American magazine Ramparts 
in September 1968, called “Let Them 
Eat Oil”. The second was a letter from 
a member of the Save Biafra Campaign 
asking why the Left seemed unconcerned 
about the war. 


In February this year, Tariq Ali, editor 
of Black Dwarf, mentioned Biafra in 
his book on the student left, The New 
Revolutionaries in the context of issues 
being distorted by the capitalist press. 
When asked what Black Dwarf was doing 
to right the balance. Mr Ali instanced 
the two pieces mentioned. 


Questioned as to the lack of enthusiasm 


from members of the Vietnam Solidarity 
Campaign (VSC) of which he was then 
the leading light, he replied: “If some- 
one set up a Biafra Solidarity Campaign, 
now then they would get our support.” 


Black Dwarf still protests its concern 
about the conflict and ascribes its lack 
of coverage to two things—an editorial 
board which “doesn’t function as effec- 
tively as it should” and dependence on 
material being sent to the Dwarf-by 
outside contributors. But Black Dwarf is 
not known to be opposed to using reprint 
material when it suits its purpose. These 
excuses don’t wash. 


More’s the pity that the complexity of 
the situation in Nigeria/Biafra, and the 
need to re-think many of the old cliches 
about human oppression, should have 
inhibited Black Dwarf from leading the 
Left into opposition against Britain’s 
deadliest piece of foreign policy in post- 
war years. 


iS a aE 
NEXT WEEK 

The BBC’s 

Africa Service 
aS EE) 
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The myth of the Russian bogey 


One most important fact the British 
government ignores when raising the 
spectre of a Nigeria (or Africa) running 
red with Russian influence is that con- 
temporary Russia has tended to be 
opportunist and realistic. 


The Soviet Union can no more afford to 
be isolated in Africa than it can in 
Europe (where it needed the backing of 
Warsaw Pact countries to carry out the 
invasion of Czechoslovakia). In theory, 
the Russians are out to promote socialist 
regimes in Africa. In practice, they 
support established governments—those 
recognised by the rest of the world— 
whatever their hue. 


For example, they supported Nkrumah 
throughout his corrupt regime; but when 
he fell they soon backed the military 
council. They similarly switched support 
when Modibo Keita (of Mali) and 
President Ben Bella (of Algeria) fell 
from power. 
As West Africa (a pro-Federal paper) 
put it earlier this year, 
“What the Russians are now interested 
in is not revolution in other states, 
but the political support of these states 


in international affairs, whatever the 
nature of their regimes.” 


“Tt is unlikely that the Russians them- 
selves seek the sort of influence that 
it is alleged they exercise in Lagos. 
There is no parallel between Russian 
policy in Nigeria and that pursued, for 
example, in the early days of Congo 
independence.” (February 22, 1969.) 


A special correspondent, in the same 
issue of West Africa, remarks that 
“Nigerians are not above deploying the 


‘Russian threat’ to encourage the 
British when their support seems 
lagging” and adds that “. .. British 


Ministers in parliament sometimes wave 
the same flag as a means of rallying 
support for their policies in certain 
susceptible quarters.”’ 


The Russians themselves stress that their 
original military involvement in the 
Nigeria/Biafra war came only after 
both the British and the Americans had 
turned down a Nigerian request for 
aircraft with which to blockade Biafra 
(Summer 1967). Their spokesmen say— 
using strikingly British terminology— 
that it would have been “an unfriendly 


Soyinka condemns 
military regimes 


Any suggestions about Nigeria’s future 
have to take account of the “deep 
psychological change undergone by the 
Biafrans,” maintains Wole Soyinka, the 
pacifist playwright recently released from 
his detention in Nigeria for opposing the 
war. 


Interviewed last week on Nigerian tele- 
vision, Soyinka also said he believed 
Nigeria’s troubles “stemmed from 
trampling on the principles of justice at 
critical moments in the nation’s history.” 
Re-coining the Nigerian slogan: “To 
keep Nigeria one is a task that must be 
done”, he urged that “To keep Nigeria 
one, Justice must be done.” 


Soyinka also added that nations forced 
to dispense with the UN Charter on 
human rights (“a work of collective 
genius ”) should be honest and withdraw 
from the United Nations. He thought 
that all military regimes should auto- 
maticaHy be excluded. 


On the other hand, Soyinka also made it 
clear that, although he condemned the 
killings under the military regime, ‘“ any- 
one who said it was wrong to have over- 
thrown the civilians was an enemy of the 
common people of Nigeria.” There was 
“a subtle but growing movement, of 
which people are not yet aware, to 
justify the actions and non-principles of 
the civilian regime.” 

Soyinka recalled meeting Ojukwu in 
1967 and called him “a dedicated and 
intelligent man, not just somebody 
dreaming of an empire.” He considered 


there was “an element of, ambition” 
in the Biafran leader, but it was not the 
predominant impetus. 


If the current accusations against the 
Biafran leader were true, Ojukwu would 
have to “take his place in the gallery 
of horrors which already included those 
who masterminded the 1966 massacres ”. 
But Soyinka recalled that, when he had 
talked with Ojukwu, he had been “ most 
impressed ” by Ojukwu’s repeated refer- 
ences to the massacres of the Ibos, and 
his incredulity that such a thing could 
be allowed to happen. 


Soyinka has now accepted the New 
Statesman literary prize awarded him 
while he was in gaol, and is to try 
building-up a School of Drama Acting 
Company at Ibadan University, using a 
£1,000 grant made him by the US Fair- 
field Foundation. 


act” to reject the Nigerians. But the 
deal was a strictly commercial one, and 
the agreement carefully phrased to limit 
the activity of the Russian personnel who 
accompanied the aircraft for mainten- 
ance and training. 


In fact, as George Thayer makes clear 
in his recent book on_ international 
armaments, The War Business, the 
Russians are basically mercenary-minded 
in their arms policy. Ever since the days 
of Cuba (1962) and later the Congo 
(1964) where they got embroiled and 
finally embarrassed by military involve- 
ments carried out for largely ideological 
reasons, they have kept to a policy of 
demanding ‘cash on the nail.” 


On the one occasion when payment was 
not made by the Nigerian government to 
the Russians for equipment and supplies, 
credit was not given (as it is by Britain). 
The Russians instead asked to be paid 
in cocoa: 7,000 tons of it—a contract 
which the Nigerian government had 
great difficulty in fulfilling. 


The Russians’ less - than - ideological in- 
volvement in Africa cannot be better 
demonstrated than in its recent decision 
to supply South Africa with arms, 
largely, it seems, because of its need for 
foreign exchange (George Thayer). One 
wonders if the recent British decision to 
sell strike planes to South Africa (report- 
ed Sunday Telegraph, December 7) will 
be justified on the grounds that it is 
meant to offset Communist influence in 
that country, too? 


From the evidence, it seems clear that 
the bogey of Russian involvement in 
Nigeria is merely a useful figment of 
speculation, if not imagination, exploited 
by the British government. Precedents 
show that Moscow will be very careful 
not to get isolated from the rest of the 
world (and clearly most other govern- 
ments would follow the British lead). 


The Federal Nigerians would, in any 
case, find it very difficult to buy the 
increased armaments they would need to 
“finish the job” once British arms were 
withdrawn. Already Russian planes have 
been quite unable to knock out Uli air- 
strip, not for want of trying, but through 
a combination of Nigerian ineffectuality 
and Biafran defensive ingenuity. 


A withdrawal of British arms followed 
by a Western foreign exchange 
“ squeeze’ on Nigeria would render it 
virtually impossible for Nigeria to buy 
the quantity of armaments she would 
need even to supplant former British 
supplies, let alone provide the biock- 


buster needed for what the Observer 
scarily predicted (November 23) ‘a 
quick and brutal destruction of Biafra.” 


British government spokesmen maintain 
that stopping British arms supplies to 
Nigeria now would not “save a single 
life’. One implication of this statement, 
in that it refers to Russian readiness to 
take over the war in Nigeria, is that the 
Brifish government is mainly preoccu- 
pied in saving the lives of Biafrans—and 
that this is the major, if not the sole, 
reason, for competing with the Russians 
for influence in Lagos on the course of 
the war. 


Stop British arms! 


If that is the case, namely that the 
British government cares about the lives 
of Biafrans rather than their future 
status within Nigeria, then the logic of 
HMG’s position is not only to recognise 
Biafra, but also to arm it “against the 
Russian threat”. But, of course, we do 
not argue this. It is sufficient at this 
point simply to stop British arms. This 
would almost certainly lead to a cease- 
fire during which talks could begin. 


The absence of significant Russian 
ground support at a time when the 
Federal ‘final advance ” has again been 
halted (Freddy Forsyth, Observer, 
December 7); the knowledge that with- 
out British armoured cars, mortars, rifles 
and ammunition, the build-up to another 
major offensive might take months; 
growing alarm among the oil companies 
in Nigeria at their cut supply lines and 
threatened oil fields; growing impatience 
at Gowon for failing to conclude the 
military campaign after 24 years—ail this 
might force the Federal leader’s hand. 


But the truth seems to be that the 
British government does not really want 
to save lives at all. It is much more 
intent on saving its interests, both diplo- 
matic and economic, which it believes 
are best guaranteed within a large 
nation state. 


This is the rationale that seems to lie 
behind the raising of the Russian spectre 
—not that the British government fears 
the Russians will kill even more Biafrans 
than the joint Russian-British effort has 
done already; not that the British 
government fears that Russian influence 
in Lagos will increase—but that she 
fears British benefit from Nigeria will 
be diminished unless the Biafrans are 
defeated. 

ROGER Moopy 


BIAFRA AND THE LEFT: TRIBUNE 
Make me chaste, Lord... but not yet 


Backed by that doyen of Parliamentary 
left-wingers, Michael Foot, Tribune has 
waxed passionate over a number of “ sell- 
outs” by the present Labour govern- 
ment—over incomes policy and Rhodesia, 
in particular. 

When it comes to Biafra, Tribune does 


agree that this beleaguered country “... 
like Vietnam, has become a synonym for 


‘My hospital was 
bombed’—eye-witness 


This report by Holy Ghost Father Sean 
Broderick was sent out of the Okpala 
area of Biafra on November 25. There 
are reports of increased Federal air 
attacks in other areas, particularly 
Owerri. P 


I was on my way up the avenue to visit 
the sick bay at 11.15 this morning when 
the jet came. The sick bay is a group of 
mud-walled, palm-roofed buildings where 
we look after 600 kwashiorkor children 
and 250 orphans. 


The jet flew past the compound, which 
is on the top of a small hill, banked and 
came in on the buildings, machine-guns 
blazing. All the children were huddled in 
terror inside. I was flat on the ground 
behind a palm tree on the avenue and as 
I watched him line up for the run in, 


I manoeuvred to keep the palm tree 
between us. 


The first run was a little to my right, 
taking in one corner of the sick bay. The 
second run was straight at my position 
on to a small mat house for nurses 
behind me. I heard the smack of the 
bullets into the ground beside my thigh. 
He shot up the nurses’ house which was, 
luckily, empty at the time, and swung 
round for the third run in. 


This time he used some small rockets on 
the main sick bay building. I thought 
there must be hundreds of casualties, 
considering the intensity of the fire, but 
when I reached the main building, I 
found only. six minor arm and leg wounds 
and no-one killed. How they escaped I 
do not know. 


the horror and suffering of war” 
(December 6, 1968). But though British 
support for the American invasion of 
Vietnam has been incessantly attacked, 
British support for the Nigerian war on 
Biafra has been wilfully aeglected. 


A year ago, Tribune did not really 
know what to think about the war. It was 
“worried” about British arms supplies 
to Nigeria, but believed Britain would 
lose its influence on Lagos if it unilate- 
rally ceased supplies. From then onwards 
“ moderation ” became Tribune’s keynote 
in the conflict. 


In early December 1968, it urged Britain 
and France to make a “determined 
effort” to get a ceasefire. On March 14 
this year, in a front page editorial, it 
agreed that “we must not go on supply- 
ing arms in all conditions ” and that the 
lack of negotiations made it “hard to 
continue supplying arms...’ 


But although Britain’s moderating influ- 
ence had failed to stop the starvation of 
1} million people by then; had failed to 
stop the “final” push into the Ibo heart- 
land the year before; and had completely 
failed to stop the air attacks on civilians 
which then were common knowledge, 
Tribune did not issue the call for a 
change in British policy. 


In July, Frank Allaun, MP, wrote 
Tribune an account of his recent visit 
to Biafra. Said Tribune: ‘‘ We believe 
Frank Allaun is wrong .. . (Stopping 
British arms) would be an act cutting off 
proper contact with the Nigerian govern- 


ment”. 


More recently, the paper has praised 
Azikiwe’s call for Biafrans to return to 
Nigeria (“We hope the Ibos will listen,” 
it said in its most patronising manner). 
And last month (November 21) it turned 
virtually full circle back to its line of 
the year before: ‘“ One test shouid be 
applied to the British government’s 
policy over Nigeria and Biafra: what has 
been done to bring about a ceasefire 
settlement.” 


Tribune has pretension to human ideals, 
yet over Biafra, it has been caught in 
the dilemma that seems to afflict many 
left-wing humanitarians: the need for 
“ dramatic action ” to bring about change 
in world events and the fact that stop- 
ping British arms supplies does not 
seem dramatic enough. 


Much as Tribune’s apathy may be under- 
stood, it cannot be excused. Thus Michael 
Foot, in a front-page leader outlining the 
left-wing Labour brief prior to this 
year’s Party Conference, actually manag- 
ed not to mention Biafra in the context 
of “foreign affairs where . .. disiilusion- 
ment has cut most deeply—Vietnam, 
Rhodesia, South Africa and Greece.” 


On July 11, Tribune stated, “‘ No-one can 
treat lightly the possibility of a whole 
series of Biafras in independent Africa.” 
Of course not. But neither can one treat 
lightly the reality of a single Biafra 
being consumed by hunger and British 
ety Russian arms—as Tribune seems to 
0. 
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PENALTIES | 


MOUNT UP 
AGAINST 


PROTESTERS 


Demonstrators sit on the pitch at the Springboks 
match in Aberdeen on Tuesday, December 2. Since 
our last report, the South Africans have lost a further 
two matches—against Gwent (at Ebbw Vale) and 
against Scotland at Murrayfield last Saturday. 


Fines against demonstrators vary wildly, presumably 
depending on the whim, leanings or affiliations of the 
magistrate. On December 8 at Leicester, a student was 
fined £50 for using threatening behaviour. In Edin- 
burgh on the same day a man was fined £40 for throw- 
ing a beer can into the crowd. Twenty other people 
have denied breach of peace charges after the 
Edinburgh match, and the hearings have been set 


for March 1970. 


A student at Manchester was fined £3 (December 3), 
after producing press photographs showing himself 
being held by three policemen, while a fourth pulled 
at his head. He was alleged to have climbed over a 
wall on to the pitch and shouted “Follow me!” 


Sixty-nine people appeared at Manchester following 
the game against North-West Counties. Twenty-five 
people pleaded guilty to the offences, of which 13 
were bound over for a year, 11 were fined £5 and one 


was fined £1 with £5 damages. 


In Swansea, 51 people appeared in court. A solicitor, 
Mr Cyril Goldstone, appearing for some of the 
defendants, said in court that all applications for 
legal aid had been refused, and asked if this should 
not disqualify the magistrates. The cases went on. One 
man who pleaded not guilty to assaulting a PC was 


refused. 


threatening behaviour. 


fined £30. Eleven defendants were dismissed, after 
charges against them were struck off—costs were 


At Leicester, one man who lifted a PC’s epaulette to 
read the number was fined £25 with £5 costs for 


also showing itself in tennis. 
Poland both refused to play in the last Davis Cup 
series, and more withdrawals are expected next year. 
The Davis Cup Committee are meeting in Brussels 


Increasing international opposition to apartheid is 


Czechoslovakia and 


* this weekend to consider what to do. 


Bihar: 10,000 discuss Gramdan success 


Suresh Ram reports: More than ten 
thousand delegates attended the Sarvo- 
daya conference held recently in Bihar. 
The main topics of discussion were: 
getting more Gramdans, carrying on 
reconstruction work in Gramdani belts, 
meeting the Naxalbari challenge of 
armed peasant revolt, presenting the right 
alternative to power politics in the form 
of a people’s polity, and of how to work 
in the cities. 


The Gandhians came under strong 
criticism from Shri S. Jagananathan, 
Chairman of the Sarva Seva Sangh, who 
stated, “the soul of Gramdan is not yet 
active ... We have completely failed in 
our Shanti Sena programme. Are we in 
a position to say that we have... 
placed a definite constructive programme 
anywhere? We await violent outbursts, 
and then begin so late and with so slow 
a speed that our entire work is rendered 
ineffective.” 


A conference resolution regretted that 
achievements like the “green revolu- 
tion” had led to concentration of wealth 
and land in fewer hands and to an 
increase of economic disparities due to 
faulty planning and want of fundamental 
change in economic policy. Because of 
inequalities, poverty and unemployment, 
the situation of the country was getting 
heart-rending and inflammable. 


Though bank nationalisation was a pro- 


gressive step, yet past experience of 
nationalised industries and corporations 
bore out that it has succeeded neither in 
bringing about basic changes in the 
social pattern, nor in ameliorating the 
conditibn of the common man. The con- 
ference, therefore, stressed that the 
working of the public sector must be 
organised in such a manner that the 
interests of the people, especially of the 
weaker and backward sections, partner- 
ship in management and rise in the 
standard of work, are carefully attended 
to. 


Gramdan has made remarkable headway 


during the last four years. It’s progress 
has been smooth and straightforward. It 
has generated a new atmosphere and 
paved the way for evolving a lasting 
solution of the baffling problem of land— 
by voluntary abolition of individual 
ownership of land. 


But its real success will be measured by 
three tests: (a) has it led to a fall in the 
prices of land; (b) has it encouraged the 
poor and famished landless brethren 
to treat this movement as their own and 
support it; and (c) has it enthused young 
men and women to join it in order to 
become the vanguard of the new revolu- 


AND A BRITON’S VIEWPOINT 
‘Gramdan ... iS a paper achievement’ 


Barnaby Martin reports: After only a 
short time in India I can challenge some 
of the wishful thinking about Gramdan, 
“the village revolution”, which is 
common in England. 


It is true that over 100,000 Gramdans 
have been achieved, including 60,000 
villages in Bihar, There was a time when 
Gramdan meant a functional change in 
ownership of all land in a village. But 


300 CAMBODIANS KILLED 
IN CLASHES SINCE 1963 


Despite the resumption of diplomatic 
relations between Cambodia and the 
United States earlier this year, US and 
South Vietnamese forces have renewed 
intensive action across ‘the Cambodian- 
Vietnamese border. 


Last week (December 4) according to 
reports from South Vietnam, a North 
Vietnamese battalion came out of 
Cambodia and attempted to overrun a 
border town and two US special forces 
camps. They were forced to retreat 


across the’ border, with ‘‘US jets and 
South Vietnamese ‘troops in pursuit.” 


The US government has admitted the 
raid—and an earlier one which, Cam- 


bodians claim, killed 25 of their people 
at a border patrol post. A spokesman 
for the US has stated that the “ allies” 
have “an inherent right” to fire back, 
if fired on from Cambodia. 


Since 1962, when US-South, Vietnamese 
forces first began attacking neutral 
Cambodia— allegedly in “hot pursuit” 
of Viet Cong, but in reality as an intimid- 
ation of Cambodia’s villagers—more than 
300 Cambodians have been killed and 
700 wounded, according to a Cambodian 
White Paper issued at the United 
Nations last week. The Cambodians have 
appealed to the world body for an end 
to “this war of extermination ”. 


in recent years it is an easier commit- 
ment that is meant. 


Gramdan involves: (a) transferring 
nominal ownership of the village by at 
least 75% of the village population (this 
must include 51% acreage); (b) setting 
up a village parliament of all adults; (c) 
each landowner giving 5% of his land for 
the use of landless; (d) each producer 
giving 24% of his produce for the 
village fund, and others giving one day a 
month labour on a village project. Apart 
from the 5% given away, each landowner 
farms his own land. 


Jayaprakash Narayan estimates that out 
of the 60,000 Gramdans in Bihar, only 
1,000 have set up village parliaments and 
200 have had legal confirmation of their 
status. The numbers that have distri- 
buted the 5% of the land, or have any 
village project under way, must be less 
than 1,000. So it is clear that Gramdan is 
largely a paper achievement, though it 
has great potential. 


Gramdan workers I have spoken to know 
of no village republic or co-operative 
farming village in India, but communal 
plots do exist in some villages. Many 
Gramdan workers I met were bitterly 
critical of Indian government schools, 
and firmly believe that these schools 
should close. What I have seen for 
myself in some villages is quite appalling. 
In the primary and secondary schools, 


tion in India? 

It must be painfully confessed that the 
answer to each of the above has been 
in the negative so far. The fault lies with 
us, the constructive, or Sarvodaya, 
workers who have not been able. to 
establish the efficacy of Gramdan as the 
harbinger of a revolution. 


Revolution is easy to be talked about but 
difficult to be accomplished. If the 
Gandhians fail to recast the society anew 
and create a lasting impact on the poli- 
tical scene, the merciless;current of time 
will throw them overboard and render 
all their labours in vain. 


there is not one subject or class that 
relates to village life or is useful in 
agriculture or crafts. All is designed to 
send children on to further academic 
eau eaiion or to clerical or professional 
jobs. 


I spoke with the principal of a grammar 
school. Not one ex-student was working 
in the village, though a dozen lived 
there ... unemployed. These felt them- 
selves to be above any of the things that 
desperately need doing in the village. 


These schools are not just a path by 
which capable young folk can move to 
the city or other elite positions. They are 
a positive suction pipe, draining the 
villages of the people that are needed, 
and creating an elitist culture opposed 
to physical work. The universities have 
much the same effect and one can only 
dream of them disappearing off the 
Indian social scene. What a legacy the 
British left! ' 


You might wonder that the country isn’t 
demanding a change in education. Well 
it is, even the Cabinet agrees that it is 
all quite wrong. But somehow nothing 
ever gets done. The Basic Education 
schools, following Gandhian ideas, are 
right on the ball and doing excellent 
work in agriculture and crafts. The 
weight of half-baked reformism that 
passes for Gandhian ideas is very oppres- 
sive, however. 
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Strategy for non-violent revolution 


from page 3 


matters. As the repression increases and 
the contradictions in the system become 
more and more open, the sympathetic 
legislators will have to decide whether 
to resign in protest, to boycott the 
sessions, or to attend the sessions and 
obstruct the proceedings. Sympathisers 
in the administrative branch have similar 
choices facing them. 


For the population at large, political non- 
cooperation can involve mass civil dis- 
obedience, boycott of elections, draft 
resistance, student political strikes, and 
tax refusal, among other tactics. The 
economy is often the most vulnerable 
part of the oppressive system, and 
opposition to it will likely receive the 
most terroristic repression. 


Therefore it is important that the 
organisation and preparation to this 
point have been done well. Under the 
impact of the propaganda of the deed 
stage there will be a weakening in 
morale of the actual soldiers and police, 
and even some division among the top 
decision makers about how to deal with 
the movement. Quite a variety of econo- 
mic tactics exist to express non-co- 
operation: for example, the three-day 
general strike, the declaration of holi- 
days almost constantly, go-slows, full 
strikes in specific industries of great 
importance to the oppressive system. 


Space does not permit the citation of 
examples, but there are many from the 
experience of India, Hungary, Latin 
America to show the coercive impact 
these tactics have. There has been little 
experience with large-scale non-co- 
operation on a trans-national level. In 
1914, we are told by the Dutch revolu- 
tionary socialist, Bartolomey De Ligt, the 
government of Spain was prevented from 
entering the First World War by the 
strenuous opposition of the workers. 


‘Masses of women threw themselves 
on the rails in front of the trains 
which were to take soldiers to the 
front and no driver could be found who 
would take his engine over this living 
mass.” (Conquest of Violence.) 


In 1920 English, French, and Irish 
workers in the ports refused to load arms 
onto ships destined for Poland and 
other states intervening against Soviet 
Russia. The English miners and trans- 
port workers joined together to fight 
militarism in Britain, and obtained the 
withdrawal of British troops from Russia 
and the withdrawal of the conscription 
bill then before Parliament. 


A hopeful sign in recent events is the 
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Terrace, Notting Hill Gate. 

Beryl Gascoigne 

(Interpreter of World Religion) 
accompanied by Alexander Gordan 
(sitar player). 


co-operation that the California grape 
workers have received in the boycott 
against table grapes. El Malcriado, the 
newspaper of the strikers, reported on 
February 15 that British dock workers 
refused to unload more than 70,000 
pounds of table grapes, and that the 
Finnish, Swedish, and Norwegian trans- 
port workers’ unions have also refused to 
unload the grapes. The Swedish Con- 
sumer Co-operative is also boycotting 
California grapes. 


Intervention 
and parallel 
government: 


stage 5 


In the general strategy for non-violent 
revolution there is a fifth phase, even 
though historically this has not often 
been reached. Large-scale non-co- 
operation is generally sufficient to force 
the Establishment to make substantial 
concessions, and this is often hailed as 
victory by the movement. But sometimes 
regimes will not give in, even when their 
backs are against the wall, and some- 
times there are movements which will 
accept nothing less than drastic, funda- 
mental institutional change. 


I will assume both these things are true 
for a trans-national revolutionary move- 
ment for peace and _  justice—that 
elements of the present system will 
“hang on for dear life,” and that the 
movement will judge the present major 
institutions of the international “ order ” 
—nation-states and corporations—to be 
hopelessly inadequate. 


JEFF CLOVES’ PERSONAL COMMENT 


In the intervention form of action the 
people characteristically place their 
bodies where the business of the old 
order takes place, so as to disrupt it. The 
tactics most popular these days are the 
occupation of buildings and the sit- 
down. There was a large amount of that 
last year in France; the deputy director 
of one factory told me about his frustra- 
tion at not being allowed into his own 
factory. 


Also last year, tanks were stopped in 
Czechoslovakia by people forming 
human chains, and there has actually 
been quite a history of intervention 
arising spontaneously as a response to 
crisis or clear brutality. 


By parallel government, I mean that 
ordinary functions of governmental 
authority are taken over by the revolu- 
tionary movement. In Chile, in 1931, 
the students took over the direction of 
traffic when the police became so dis- 
credited that they retired to their 
barracks in disarray. In St Petersburg, 
during the civilian insurrection of 1905, 
the municipal government had to get its 
orders counter-signed by the soviet in 
order to have them carried out. In India, 
this stage was reached during moments 
in the struggle, such as the times when 
Indians paid their taxes to the Indian 
Nang Congress instead of to the 
state. 


The point where the people of the world 
will take the government into their own 
hands on a trans-national basis seems 
far away, and indeed even experiments 
of this are hard to think of. The World 
Peace Brigade represented an experi- 
ment in intervening on behalf of world 
opinion, especially in the struggle of 
Zambians against the Central African 
Federation, but the vitality of the WPB 
suffered from its narrow base of support 
and nationalistic inhibitions. 


Experiments will probably go on and are 
especially needed where there is sub- 


stantial world opinion already clear on 
the issue, as in South-West Africa or 
Rhodesia. But the range of intervention 
tactics, and especially of para-govern- 
mental authority on a world basis, cannot 
be’ expected before a mass movement 
engaged in non-cooperation comes into 
being. 


THE PACE 
OF CHANGE 


Trying to put strategic content into 
ringing phrases about ending exploitation 
and creating the non-violent society is a 
hazardous enterprise, especially when 
the structures which kill and exploit 
seem so strong. What reason is there to 
think that these structures will lose their 
viability? 

Physicist Pierre Noyes has pointed out 
the accumulation of problems which, 
significantly, combine life-and-death 
gravity with the impossibility of solution 
the way mankind is at present organised. 
From an ecological perspective, he sees 
the development of technology so far out- 
stripping the ability of men as presently 
organised to deal with it, that the next 
three decades will see crises of disaster 
proportions facing us. 


In other words, the classical requirement 
of revolutionary theory—that profound 
contradictions emerge between the objec- 
tive requirements of material survival 
and the social institutions of the status 
quo—might be appearing by the time 
of the next WRI triennial conference. 
“The time has come,” said Dr King, 
“for men te experiment with non- 
violence in all areas of human conflict, 
and that means non-violence on an 
international scale.” 


‘Lets go for a cuppa’ 


Ten years a Peace News reader: now to 
find myself with a monthly comment all 
to myself. My affair with Peace News 
makes the Jagger/Faithfull romance 
seem like a fairy tale by comparison— 
an on-off relationship that has finally 
arrived at a happy(?) ending. Only 
trouble’is that it’s a little like spending 
ten years persuading a girl to say yes and 
then finding you’ve forgotten what it was 
she said yes to. 


We've both changed a great deal during 
our long relationship, become a shade 
more cynical, a little harder, less 
idealistic—more realistic? And it’s hard 
to break a ten year habit. Sometimes I’ve 
found the optimism of Peace News in- 
tolerable, to the point of being unable 
to open a copy, and giving it away unread 
... weeks when its title had seemed like 
a sick joke; weeks when I just couldn’t 
bear to read one more piece of bad news. 


It’s been like that lately, and I’m going 
to add to the gloom myself this week by 
offering a piece of straight reportage. 
Peace News recently, in a comment on 
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the Vietnam war Moratorium, said: 
“... in Britain, support demonstrations 
are planned for this weekend and 
November 23 and they promise to be 
bigger (ny italics) than anything on the 
streets in recent months.” 


The November 23 demo was organised 
by the “Vietnam Mobilisation Com- 
mittee ”. I missed its ‘mass march ” from 
Marble Arch and went straight to 
Trafalgar Square to await its arrival. The 
usual literature sellers, Viet Cong flags, 
one or two _ self-conscious skinheads, 
sightseers, a bunch of microphones on 
the plinth, me vaguely expecting some- 
thing like a middle sixties (non-vintage) 
Aldermaston March to wind into the 
Square. 


Cold, depressed, but not surprised by 
Pinkville disclosures, looking for familiar 
faces, feeling strangely out of place. And 
then the mass march enters. 


More VC flags, red flags with pictures 
of Mao, Ché, Ho Chi Minh (looked in 
vain for one of Bobby Charlton) anti- 
American slogans, Black Dwarf sellers 
in profusion, and suddenly, that’s it! 
Some mass march! . . . 1,500 to 2,000 
people at an optimistic estimate and 
most of them are your new revolutiona- 
Ties. 


Suddenly feel tired, old, and a marked 
reluctance to pitch in with the mob and 
get my hands dirty. A cheer leader seizes 
the nearest ‘‘mike,” a baffling tirade 
punctuated by cheers from the marchers: 
“more Cubas . . . Yankee imperialists 
.. . innocent. children . . . atrocities... 
123,4 Vietnams, 567,8 Vietnams, 91011,12 
Vietnams! ” The crowd takes up the 
chant, “ 131415,16 Vietnams! ” 


Are they all mad? Isn’t one enough? 
Haven’t they learnt anything: “ Victory 
for the Viet Cong! Ho Ho Ho Chi Minh!” 
“Stop weeping and get on with winning,” 
says George. ‘“171819,20 Vietnams” 
chants the mob. Hysterical tirades from 
the platform from pretty women dele- 
gates direct from Paris peace talks... 
“innocent children, mothers, yankee 
murderers’ and so on, and on and on 
and on. 


Doesn’t the other side kill anyone in this 
war? Do I really belong here; what do 


I believe; what is this demo all about? 
Find that I can feel very little anger 
about Pinkville . .. it doesn’t make any 
difference does it? 


Suddenly see a couple of familiar faces— 
same sick look that I feel, “can’t stand 
any more of this, let’s go for a cuppa "— 
and with incredible feeling of relief we 
make our escape, sip strong cups of 
tea served by Indian student, who takes 
money and later wipes our table as well. 


As we leave Lyons, a couple of stringy 
18-year-olds pass. They wear Second 
World War German helmets, olive green 
battle-dress jackets without sleeves, 
buttons, badges, chains, slogans, insignia. 
They carry an anarchist banner. Funny! 
Thought I was an anarchist! Not funny 
at all... where can I go; how can I keep 
my hands clean? 


It all seemed much simpler ten years 
ago, in the days when I even thought 
the bomb might be banned next year; 
when I used to think that if I had the 
chance I’d write something light-hearted 
for Peace News—just for a change. 


Mast-head 
competition 


Ravenous radicals are complaining that 
our present page one mast-head renders 
Peace News all but invisible among the 
shelves of magazines in bookshops. 


Our street sellers also complain that by 
the time people have focused on and 
reacted to our mast-head, their momen- 
tum will often have carried them yards 
past, and the resulting abrupt change of 
direction can cause havoc in rush-hour 
crowds. 


We do have our own ideas of what a new 
mast-head might look like, but Peace 
News is your paper, and we would like 
to bring you into the decision, You don’t 
have to be a professional to enter . 
just draw your ‘vision (in ink) and send 
it in for us to see. While we may finally 
plump for a commissioned design, we 
will give a £2 book token to the reader 
who creates, in our opinion, the best 
practical design. THE EDITORS 
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Chemical weapons 


The news that the US government is to 
dispose of its stocks of biological 
weapons (but not chemical weapons) is a 
step in the right direction (assuming 
that they really mean what they say) and 
could well be an example to the Labour 
government of Britain, which has so 
44 only called on other countries to do 
this. 


The reason for not disposing of chemical 
weapons is easily explained—the latter 
are too useful, not only in Vietnam, but 
against the civilian populations of all 
countries where there is a “ danger” of 
opposition to the warfare state! 


The campaign against both chemical and 


_ biological weapons of war must continue, 


especially here in Britain, where, at 
Porton and Nancekuke, we have two of 
the most powerful CBW armouries in the 
world. The Chemical And _ Bibdlogical 
Warfare Action Group (CABWAG) has, 
over the past twelve months, done a 
tremendous amount of work in trying to 
shake the peace movement out of its 
apathy and bring home to people the 
dangers that confront them. 


To be horrified at the manufacture and 
testing of these diabolical weapons is 
not enough. To attend conferences and 
meetings to discuss germ and chemical 
warfare is not enough, either. This is 
only a beginning. Horror must be trans- 
lated into action. This is where every 
Peace News reader is needed. 


If you belong to an organisation, poli- 
tical, religious social or university—get 
them to have a speaker on CBW. We are 
planning a film show in Central London 
at the end of January; action at Porton 
in February; and also, in order to raise 
the necessary funds, the inevitable 
jumble sale. Please join us! 


David Lane, 
Convenor, CABWAG, 
77 High St, Penge, SE20. 


School refusal 


I would like to add to what Roger Moody 
wrote on teacher-pupil relationships in 
his -article on the teachers’ strike 
(November 28). 


To my mind, the path to libertarian 
education is not for libertarian teachers 
to “drop-out” and form small free 
schools of their own. Desirable as this 
may be, it can only benefit the lucky few 
who get the chance to attend those 
schools. 


I believe such teachers should work 
within the existing system in order to 
change it. Albove all, it is important to 
work in teacher training colleges, be- 
cause if we are going to educate our 
children properly, we must surely first 
educate their future teachers. 


Has anybody thought of a “ registration 
resistance” campaign? With my own 
knowledge of the bloody obstacle course 
our educational system is, I am terrified 
at having to send my child to school, and 
I am sure there are many other parents 
who feel the same. In fact, I know one 
couple who are hiding their little boy, 
who is now five, because they are afraid 
to send him to school. 


Perhaps a campaign of refusing to 
register our children for their compul- 
sory ten years of brutalisation could 
escalate like the American draft resist- 
ance? Anybody interested in action, or 
who has any suggestions on any aspect 
of the problem, can contact me through 
Peace News. 


School secretary, London. 
(Name and address supplied.) 


Elephant and Castle 


Since a letter of mine was published in 
Peace News earlier this year, I am 
pleased to be able to say that our volun- 
tary social work in the Elephant and 
Castle area of Southwark has been going 
forward with great rapidity. 


The local tenants’ survey is now complet- 
ed; and the results show not only a 
desperate need for facilities for the 
children but also a need for other com- 
munity developments as well. 


A local group of “militant mums” is 
now being formed. These local people— 
some with grown children, others with 
babies—all show a great concern for 
play facilities in the area. We hope very 


soon to hold a meeting to get down to 
serious discussion of local problems. 


Contact has been made with other social 
work groups in the area and our work 
has now been accepted by Southwark 
Service Scheme, Southwark Community 
Project, Blackfriars Settlement and the 
Salvation Army. All these groups have 
helped us greatly. 


An application has once more been made 
to the local council for a site to con- 
vert into a playground. The site this 
time is in Oswin Street, next door to the 
London College of Printers. The applica- 
tion is at the present time going through 
the planning department. 


Offers of help, or ideas, are of- course 
always welcome. 


Valerie Bickers, 
Elephant and Castle Project, 
26 Bromyard Avenue, London W3. 


Political wounds 


Arthur Taylor suggests (November 11) 
that all demonstrators with minor in- 
juries sustained after a demonstration 
follow the example of the police in 
reporting to hospital afterwards. 


Now it’s well-known that the slightest 
scratch is sufficient to persuade a police- 
man to check in at a hospital, but it 
simply will not do to suggest that demon- 
strators behave in a like manner. 


Those people who take part in demon- 
strations should not copy the hypocritical 
actions of the police in adding to the 
burden of an over-worked hospital staff, 
merely for political aims. 


Dave. Poulson, 
47b Bramley Rd, 
Taunton, Somerset. 


The causes of war 


Ideologies and the clash of ideologies 
are implausible covers for the basic 
causes of all wars and the recurrent in- 
humanity of man to man. Wars are 
fought over the possession of material 
objects; they always have been and 
they always will be; possession of land 
and the raw material objects that land is 
capable of giving up, be it object/oil 
or object/gold or object/rubber or 
object/wheat. > 


The victor dispossesses the “ vanquish- 
ed”. But unfortunately, there is no such 
thing as permanent victory. The posses- 
sion of material objects is an impossi- 
bility, ownership is an impossibility. 
Why attempt the impossible? 

Land exists, it is common to all men, we 
are all dependent upon land for our 
material subsistence, but we cannot 
possess land. We can walk upon land, 
plough, sow and reap, we can dig into 
it for the sub-stratas of oil, gold, tin, 
copper, etc. We can carry these objects 
from one part of the globe to another. 
We can) transform, change these raw 
material objects into other objects, cars, 
petrol, coins, machinery, etc. But our 
ownership exists only in our minds and 
upon pieces of paper. 

It is just as easy for a tramp to say 
“mine” about a Van Gogh or a Rolls 
Royce as it is for Paul Getty .. . words. 
It is just as possible for that tramp to 
produce a piece of paper stating owner- 
ship, as it is for Paul Getty. Paul Getty, 
however, has the club of police protec- 
tion—and a rich nation has force of 
arms—to reinforce his claim. A primitive 
using primitive means. 


All objects, things, beings are absolutely 
inter-connected, inter-related, inter- 
dependent. No object can be held in 
isolation from any or all other objects, 
beings, things. Ownership, possession, is 
an attempt by individual beings to hold 
objects in isolation from other individual 
beings, and this is an impossibility. 
Attempts at possession are attempts at 
deprivation; deprivation causes resent- 
ment, aggression, violence: 


Then there is the notion that material 
wealth is more important than mental 
or emotional wealth; another fallacy. In 
competing for material possession, we 
alienate each other, we isolate each 
other, we put each other into psycholo- 
gical prisons, we cease to relate freely 
to each other. We surround ourselves 
with objects and exclude humanity. 


In exclusion is denial, is deprivation, of 
emotional and mental needs. Man is a 


jLetters 


constantly changing being, mentally, 
emotionally, and physically. He has 
emotional and mental needs that demand 
satisfaction, needs that cannot be satisfi- 
ed through material objects. Man needs 
to relate to others of his own kind, needs 
to relate fully; through relating, his 
emotional and mental needs are satisfied. 


In the exchange of ideas, we grow 
mentally; in the acceptance of each other 
we attain a sense of security, calm, fulfil- 
ment. Through acceptance we break 
through the barriers that isolate man 
from man (barriers erected by constant 
rejection). We live in harmony rather 
than in tension, stress, aggression, and 
violence. 

All things, objects, beings are in a con- 
stant state of change/flux/movément. 
The rhythms of some are swifter than 
the rhythms of others. The rhythms of 
a gold bracelet, a beautifully upholstered 
piece of furniture, a three pile carpet, 
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and other material objects that man calls 
riches, are considerably slower than the 
rhythms at which the human conscious- 
ness moves and changes. 


Consequently, it is extremely difficult to 
have a complete emotional, mental and 
physical relationship with (so-called) 
material possessions. As the rhythms 
of the human consciousness are in a 
constant state of swift movement, it 
(consciousness) needs to relate to like 
beings moving at like rhythms. 


Deny this relationship; deny stimulation, 
interest, life growth. Man feeds man; 
ideas spark ideas; emotional security 
engenders emotional security. Expan- 
sion, not contraction; breadth, not 
narrowness. If each were to relate fully 
—accepting, not rejecting, open, equal, 
free, giving—each would be mutually 
enriched. 


Robin Culver, 
15 Tite Street, London SW3. 
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This is a free service. We reserve the right to 
select from notices sent in. To make the service 
as complete as possible, we urge organisers to: 
J. Send entries to arrive not la -r than first 
post Monday (Friday preferred). 
2. include date, town, place (hall, street): 
nature of event, speakers, organisers, (and 
secretary’s address). 
To publicise ful! details, book a classified or 
displayed advertisement, 
Remember to order copies of Peace News for 
your advertised meeting: Sale or Return. From: 
Circulation Department, 5 Caledonian Road, 
London N1. 


12 December Friday 


CHICHESTER. 7.30 pm. Chichester College of 
Further Education. Westgate Fields. Folk con- 
cert arranged by Chichester Folk Song and 
Dance Ciub and Brothers to All Men in aid of 
BAM, Admission 6s at door, 


PRESTON. 7.30 pm. Co-op Assembly Rooms, 
Ormskirk Road. Socialist Charter Brains Trust. 
Chairman: Frank Allaun MP. Panel: Ron 
Atkins MP, Peter Mahon MP, Len Brindle, AEF, 
John Forrester, DATA, Jack Askins. NW Council 
for Peace in Vietnam. 


13 December Saturday 


LONDON SE25. 7 pm. Jacquetta Benjamin's, 4 
Warminster Road. ‘‘Speaking from Experience’’: 
libertarian teachers discuss problems of free- 
dom and control. LTA 


BIRMINGHAM. 11 am to 3 pm. Bull Ring Open- 
Air market (opposite Woolworths). Signature 
collecting, leafieting and poster vigil in support 
of the American movement for withdrawal of 
US troops from Vietnam. Aim 100,000 signatures 
before Harold Wilson visits Nixon on January 
27. Birmingham Council for Peace in Vietnam. 


STEVENAGE. 3 pm. Town Centre. Demonstra- 
tion to coincide with the moratorium. After 
demo there will be a social event with folk 
music and poetry. Stevenage Vietnam Com- 
mittee, 1 Buckthorn Ave, Stevenage, Herts. 


CARDIFF, 12.30. Civic Centre (by museum) Mass 
Rally. Springboks vs Cardiff. Further details, 
phone Cardiff 44644, Dave Smith. 


SUTTON. 3 pm. Friend’s Meeting House, 
Worcester Gardens (nr Station). Report from 
International Conference on Chemical and 
Biological Warfare. PPU. Surrey Area. 


LONDON E3. 8 pm. St Paul’s Vicarage, Leopold 
St, Bow Common (Mile End Tube). Christian 
Anarchists, 


14 December Sunday 


BLACKHEATH. 8 pm. Friends Meeting House. 
* Quakers and Gunboats ’’—the story of AQAG. 
George Lakey. 


LONDON WS8. 3.30 pm. Essex Church Hall, 
Palace Gardens Terrace, Notting Hil! Gate. 
Order of the Great Companions. Beryl 
Gascoigne, interpreter of world religion, accom- 


panied by Alexander Gordan, Sitar. 


15 December Monday 


LONDON WC2. 7.36 pm. Lyceum Ballroom, 
Strand. Pop stars support UNICEF ‘‘ Peace for 
Christmas '* Concert. Admission £1. 


LONDON WC2. 6.30 pm. St Martin-in-the-Fields. 
John Papworth. ‘Londen School for Nonviolence. 
Last meeting this year. 


16 December Tuesday 


LONDON WC2. 6.30 pm. Notre Dame Hall, 6 
Leicester’ Place. Film on all BAM’s teams 
abroad. Apply for free ticket (with sae) to 
pr OLners to All Men, 1 Southampton Street, 


ALDERSHOT. Springboks vs Combined Forces. 
For details, phone 01-789 5370 or Bob Englington 
c/o Surrey University Union, Guildford. 


17 December Wednesday 


LONDON NI. 5.30 pm omwards. Peace News 
office, 5 Caledonian Road. Voluntary Peace News 
packing. Help get Peace News out on time. 


18 December Thursday 


LONDON SW3. 8 pm. Chelsea Town Hall, King’s 
Road. ‘Christmas Evening with Donald Swann’. 
Tickets price 10s, 15s, and £1, in aid of 
Amnesty International. 


20 December Saturday 


TWICKENHAM. 1 pm. murray. Park (4 mile 
from Stadium). Springboks vs England. Demon- 
stration outside the stadium. Other activities 
planned inside.. For details phone 01- 789 5370. 


22 December Monday 


LONDON Ni. 4 to 8 pm. 3 Caledonian Road, 
A get-together for all friends and members of 
War Resisters’ International. Food provided, 
bring bottles, if you like. Please notify by 18th 
if you; wili join us. Contributions towards ex- 
penses will be appreciated. 


24 December Wednesday 


LONDON WC2. 4 pm to midnight. Steps of St 
Martin-in-the-Fields, Vigil of Prayer: ‘" Look at 
Biafra ’’. CCND, 38 Sutton Road, N10. 883 0384. 


24-26 December Wed-Fri 


ROCHESTER. 9 pm. Rochester Cathedral. Two- 
day fast to publicise the poverty, homelessness 
and loneliness of millions in England and 
abroad. For further information contact 
Robert Reed, Jubilee Hall, Ulcombe, Nr Maid- 
stone, Kent. 


special offer 
for new readers 


6 weeks 


post free trial 5s 


STUDENTS: 10 weeks for 5s. 
AIR EDITION: 8 weeks for 10s. 
AMERICA: 6 weeks for 1 dollar. 


SEND this coupon to Peace News 
5 Caledonian Road, London N1. 
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newsagent, 


BLOCK LETTERS PLEASE. 


NOTE TO NEWSAGENT: Peace 
News (1s) is available through 
your usual wholesaler. Please 
deliver each Friday to the address 
above, Thank You. 


There is something a bit obscene 
about using an atrocity like Pink- 
ville to point out a moral. We should 
be too sickened to be able to detach 
ourselves and cast about for points 
to score. 


But all of us are neck deep in blood 
by now. We expect the unspeakable 
as a matter of routine. Our astonish- 
ment at Pinkville is not so much at 
what the accounts indicated took 
place there, but that these accounts 
were published in the national press, 
which means thaf Pinkville has now 
become the sort of public fact to 
which everyone has to adjust. 


So to be over scrupulous about 
using/exploiting Pinkville would be 
inauthentic. 


* * * 


The point I want to make is that 
the relative handful of butchered 
peasant families at Pinkville has 
done more to shatter the pains- 
takingly preserved edifice of support 
for the war. than the many hundreds 
of thousands of civilian victims in 
the war as a whole. Bombing raids, 
napalm, gun ships strafing anything 
that moves, poisoned crops—all these 
were “regrettable ” but fair, because 
they fit into the pattern of what has 
pera accepted as legitimate war- 
are. 


But the moral anaesthesia that 
applies within these limits does not 
apply outside them. And that is 
where the hard-headed realist is 
wrong who rejects out of hand any 
suggestion that a non-violent 
struggle can be a practicable pos- 
sibility against a ruthless enemy, as 
in Vietnam. 


Pinkville stepped outside the magic 


rule of war within whose bounds 
killing is no murder. But in a deter- 
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mined non-violent struggle, the 
forces of repression have no alter- 
native but to operate outside this 
magic rule virtually full-time. 
The reaction to Pinkville strongly 
suggests that America just would 
not be capable of sustaining such a 
conflict. 


* * * 


As it is, the blood-brotherly con- 
spiracy of silence managed to stop 
reports of atrocities being given 
general distribution, until mounting 
GI deaths had made opposition to 
the war relatively acceptable, both 
socially and politically. But in a situ- 
ation of repression versus nonviolent 
resistance, the whole pattern of 
events would have worked to make 
any such conspiracy of silence break 
down faster and to magnify the 
repercussions once it had done so. 


I don’t mean to suggest that a Pink- 
ville would necessarily have taken 
place in such a struggle, but that 
equivalent massacres have to be 
accepted as a likely part of any 
struggle that threatens to bring 
radical social change. Such mas- 
sacres in no way in themselves prove 
the failure of the tactics or the 
strategy of the sides that suffer 
them—which is, of course, what 


moorte Lakey also suggests on page 


* * * 


It is almost as though the Sharon 
Tate murder story might have been 
dreamed up to wash away the nasty 
taste of Pinkville with less politically 
traumatic horrors. 


If Pinkville should have set normal, 
patriotic, conformist people to 
questioning their whole system of 
values—and in some cases it prob- 
ably had just that effect—then the 
screaming headlines about “ Satan’s 
Slaves’ Hippie Drug Orgy Killings ” 
and so on, might have been designed 
to set the balance safely straight 
once more, in favour of normality. 


I don’t seriously think that there is 
anything but coincidence involved 
—sufficiently powerful and unscru- 
pulous conspirators probably do 
exist, but I doubt if they are sharp 
enough yet. 


The weird thing is the way that 
normally cautious British papers 
have gone to town in this case, 
making outright accusations of guilt 
and talking of guilt as an established 
fact. Even though Pinkville con- 
tinues to be referred to as ‘an 
alleged massacre”, any such reserv- 
ations have vanished where Satan’s 
Slaves are concerned. 


This is, of course, nothing less than 
the witchcraft trial tradition of 
Salem. We need to apply to the con- 
fessions involved, both historically 
and in the present case, the same 
sceptical scrutiny. 


But the, response of the press— 
including the self-styled “ quality 
press’”—has been to take on an 
equally traditional role to match the 
traditional nature of the proceed- 
ings: that of the mob. 


GLAS SUrlleD 


Terms: 6d per word, minimum 4s, Dis- 
counts for series. Box No — 1s extra. Cash 
with order not stamps, please). Adverts 
to reach 5 Caledonian Road, London NI 
by first post Monday. Box No replies to 
same address. Displayed advertisement 
Tates on application. 


Personal 


COMMITTEE FOR HOMOSEXUAL 
EQUALITY invites inquiries, Write BCM/ 
Box 859, ‘London WC1. 


DUREX Gossamer 21s 3 dozen. Featherlite 
13s 6d dozen. Supertrans 10s dozen. Per- 
sonal Service, PO Box No 3, Horbury, 
Wakefield. 


‘‘T RENOUNCE WAR and I will never 
support or sanction another ’’, This pledge 
signed by each member is the basis of the 
Peace Pledge Union. Send your pledge to 
PPU Headquarters, Dick Sheppard House, 
6 Endsleigh Street, London WC1. 


PATRA CORRESPONDENCE CLUB. Interest- 
ed? Write: Mrs P, Gill, 66 Laburnum Road, 
Redcar, Teesside, England. 


Publications 


CND AND UNILATERALIST candidates; 
Action against Apartheid; Rhodesian 
Racialism; Remembrance Day; Anti-War 


Americans; Dearer houses, mortgages and 
rents; Pension inequality; British poverty; 
Wealth tax; Space waste; Royal revenues; 
Over-population, 


Pollution, Slums, Con- 


corde costs, Biafra, Czechoslovakia, etc, 
discussed in enlarged Christmas Number 
of ‘‘ Day by Day” 1s 4d pf, 141 Woola- 
combe Road, Kidbrooke, 'SE3. 


THE FREE-THINKER debates live issues 
from a secular viewpoint. Every week. 6d. 
Free copy from: The Freethinker (P), 103 
Borough High Htreet, London SE1, 


LEAFLETS, POSTERS a wide range of 
peace, radical and political literature 
(and any book in print) can be obtained 
through Housmans (the Peace News book- 
sellers). Sale or return selections for 
meetings ete (everything arranged for 
you). Write or call: Housmans, 5 Cale- 
donian Road, London Ni. TER 4473, 


PENTAGRAM, General Noel, Ed. 68 Grove 
End Gardens, London NW8. Periodic. 
Occultism, magic, Western Mystery Tradi- 
tion, man and his quest, 


PHOENIX—Leopold Reif. Ed. 1, Berlin 46. 
In den neuen garten 38, Postcheckonto 
Bin, Germany, International poetry in all 
languages. 


PSICON. Psychic youth group, 
ship, spiritism. Richard Stewart, 
Russell Road, Buckhurst Hill, Essex. 


REALITY, South African liberal bi-monthly. 
Ten shillings for six issues from Miss J. 
Lundie, Flat 2 Temple Chambers, Carlisle 
Arcade, Pietermaritzburg, SA, or from 
Housmans Bookshop, 5 ‘Caledonian Road, 
London Nl. 


SOCIALIST LEADER for out-spoken views 
and comment; for peace and freedom, 6d 
weekly 197 Kings Cross ‘Road, London 
wcl. 


Medium- 
83b 


TRIBUNE, the leading socialist weekly. 
Absolutely essential reading for every 
socialist, radical and revolutionary. You 


certainly won't agree with everything 
we say—nobody does, nobody ever has— 
‘but workers by hand and by brain read 
Tribune, and use it to express their views. 
Every Friday from: newsagents, or 24 St 
John Street, London EC1. 


For sale 


BIAFRA MATERIAL—Posters ‘Britain 
Supports this war. You the public could 
stop it’’, price 2s 6d. Black cross stickers 
—‘' 1,000 die every day ''—5s a thousand. 
‘90 days ’''—the story of joint Biafra 
Famine Appeal (free), Send sae to Biafra 
Te nee 5 Caledonian Road, London 


BIAFRAN WRAPPERS, shirts. Bedspreads: 
hand woven or printed, glowing colours. 
£3. Overseas Trading, 172 North Gower 
Street, London NW1. 01-387 2317. 


Wanted 


VOLUNTEERS to pack Peace’ News on 
Wednesday evenings from 5.30 pm onwards 
at 5 Caledonian Road, London N1, 


Cinema 


CHELSEA GIRLS. New Cinema Club, 122 
Wardour Street, W1. 734 5888, Membership 
25s. Students 10s 6d. 48 illustrated pages 
free now. 
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SEAL MOURNING 


It seems that this year’s BBC Reith Lectures on Ecology 
by Dr Frank Fraser Darling may have raised the way 
man treats his environment as a major public issue. 


Last Thursday, under the headline “ Victim of the Sea’s 
Silent Killer,” the Sun published this photo of a young 
seal deeply wounded with what looked like a burn in 
its side, and reported that 40 other seal pups had been 
found dead on the Cornish coast during the last two 
weeks. The Sun also suggested that the burns might 


have been caused by “chemical waste” from the 
nearby chemical weapons research centre of Nancekuke, 
near Portreath. 


By Monday, the Ministry of Agriculture had recorded 
verdicts of “ natural death ” on the seven pups its Truro 
branch had examined. Post-mortem revealed that two 
of the seven had traces of pasteurella muelpocida—a 


continued on page 4 


